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PROGRESS REPORT TO SENATE INTERNAL SECURITY 
SUBCOMMITTEE FROM SUBCOMMITTEE INVESTIGAT- 
ING SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN THE TELEGRAPH 
INDUSTRY 


Pursuant to the direction of the subcommittee, we have held exten- 
sive hearings in executive session respecting the American Commnu- 
nications Association which is presently certified by the National 
Labor Relations Board as the bargaining agent for about 6,500 persons 
engaged in communications work in the employ of a number of com- 
panies engaged in the transmission of messages. These companies, all 
in the New York area, include Western Union, Western Union Cable, 
Racio Corp. of American Communications, and American District 
Telegraph. The complete testimony which accompanies this report 
develops the following points, 

lL. The American Communications Association was expelled from 
the Congress of Industrial Oreanizations in t he spring of 1950 be- 
cause “the policies and activities of the ACA are consistently directed 
toward the achievement of the program and thi purposes of the Com- 
munist Party rather than the objectives and policies set forth in the 
CIO constitution.” 

?, Witnesses before the subcommittee identified the following offi- 
cers of the American Communications Association as Communists or 
former Communists: Joseph P. Selly, international president ; Joseph 
It, IK hoe, international secret ry treasurer: Domini K Pat Za, inter 
national vice president; Louis Siebenberg, international executive 
board member; Charles L. Silberman, editor of ACA News and pub- 
heity director; Alfred Doumar. secretary-treasurer, local 40; and Mrs. 
Molhe Townsend, recording and corresponding secretary, local 40. 

Kach of the foregoing officers testified before the subcommittee in 
response to a subpena, but as the testimony shows, all declined to 
answer questions with respect to Communist affiliations or activities. 

5. The testimony reveals that within the various installations in 
which the American Communications Association operates there are 
between 500 and 600 shop stewards who represent the association and 
who are under the discipline of the officials of the American Com- 
munications Association, 

1. Witness Joseph T. Lenalian, who is a testing and regulating tech- 
nician of the Western Union Telegraph C30... testified that technicians 
who are members of the American Communications Association have 
access to communications which are directed over lines which are 
used exclusively by defense organizations of the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

5. Witness Helen Yewell, a Western Union employee, testified that 
while she was a member of the Communist Party and a member of 
the American Communications Association she had seen in the course 
of her work as an employee of the Western Union Co. messages of 
Government agencies labeled restricted. 
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6. Several witnesses testified with respect to the potential danger 
to the communications facilities of the United Sates through sabotage 
and through the interception of messages. 

The subcommittee recommends : 

(1) That immediate attention be given to the preparation of legis- 
lation designed to preclude certification as a bargaining agent under 
the National Labor Relations Act, of any organization which has been 
found by an appropriate agency of the Government to be Communist 
controlled; and 

(2) That a copy of these proceedings be transmitted to the Attorney 
General for his consideration in conjunction with prosecution for 
perjury in connection with the signing of non-Communist affidavits 
required by the Labor-Management Relations Act of 1947 by those 
officers named as Communists by witnesses before the subcommittee. 

Wintus Smirx, Chairman. 
Par McCarran. 
Witiiam E. Jenner. 
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MONDAY, MAY 14, 1951 


Unrrep Srares SENATE, 
SuBcoMMITrese To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINIS- 
TRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act AND OTHER 
INTERNAL Security Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 2 p. m., pursuant to call, in room 424, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. William E. Jenner presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. 

Present also: Richard Arens, director of the subcommittee; Frank 
W. Schroeder, professional staff member; Mitchel M. Carter, Edward 
R. Duffy, and Donald D. Connors, Jr., investigators. 

Senator JENNER. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Karl Baarslag is the witness this afternoon. 

Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn? 

Do you swear that the testimony you shall give in this hearing will 


be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? . 


Mr. Baarsuac. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF KARL BAARSLAG, RESEARCH SPECIALIST, 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, THE AMERICAN LEGION 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Baarslag, will you kindly identify yourself by 
occupation and residence ¢ 

Mr. Baarstac. I am research specialist for the national headquar- 
ters of the American Legion. 

I live in Silver Spring, Md. My office is in Washington, D. C., at 
the national headquarters of the American Legion. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been so employ ed, Mr. Baarslag ? 

Mr. Baarsiac. I have sm with the American Legion in that same 
sapacity for the past 4 yea 

Mr. Arens. What was your r employment rior to that time? 

Mr. BaarstaG. Prior to that time, I was Driefly self-employed in a 
news-letter service for about a year, and prior to that I was a lieu- 
tenant commander in the naval intelligence for 5 years. - 

Mr. Arens. Where were you educated, Mr. Baarslag ? 

Mr. Baarstac. I was born in Grand Rapids, Mich., and attended 
Central High School there until World War I, when I went to sea in 
the merchant marine. 

I have no other formal education beyond that. 
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Mr. Arens. What was your occupation after you became disasso- 
ciated from the merchant marine ? 

Mr. Baarsiac. I worked in the Brooklyn post office from 1920 to 
1924, and from 1924 to 1939 I went to sea in varying capacities, as a 
seaman, oller, radio operator, and sometimes as a mate, deck officer. 

Mr. Arens. Then what employment did you have succeeding the 
employment in 1939¢ 

Mr. Baarsiac. From 1939 until the time T was called on active duty 
with the Navy, on June 6, 1941, I was self-employed as a writer in 
Florida. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting the American 
Radio Association, formed in August 1931 ¢ 

Mr. Baarsuaa. Yes. 

Such information as I have is, as you understand, limited to my 
own—I take it that what you want is personal observation and knowl- 
edge, and not hearsay 

Mr. Arens. Yes, si 

Mr. Baarstac. From the spring of 1932 to the fall of 1936, as a 
founder of that union I was naturally very much interested in it, and 
I was also exceedingly fortunate in being employed during those years 
on a yacht that laid up every summer for 6 months in Long Island. 

This enabled me to attend every union meeting of my union during 
the summers of 1933, 1934, and most of 1935. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Baarslag, would you just, at your own pace, give 
us a running commentary, on the basis of your background and experi- 
ence and information, as to the history and organization of the Ameri- 
ean Radio Association ¢ 

Mr. Baarstac. The American Radio Association was founded by a 
man presently still in the American merchant marine, by the name of 
James Delaney. 

Delaney was a Navy radio operator, a veteran of World War I. My 

nformation is that he used $800 of his World War I bonus money, 
plus such contributions as he could get from a few of the rest of us, 
to found the ARA, the American Radio Association, in his hotel room 
on August 17, 1931—the Monterey Hotel in New York City. 

Mr. Arens. Would you just pause there a moment while I ask you 
a few questions about the formation of the American Radio 
Association ? 

Who all were in the association at the formation of the organization ? 

Mr. Baarstac. I wrote Delaney a letter, which I have somewhere 
in my files, about 1938 or 1939, to clarify precisely the question: Were 
there any Communists present at the very founding meeting in his 
hotel room on the date already given. 

I have that letter, and Delaney, at that time, supplied me with a 
list of names. It was his recollection that in addition to himself 
there were 15 other people present. 

Would you like to have all of those names, or only those that later 
on came under suspicion ? , 

Mr. Arens. I would prefer that you put all the names in the record. 

Mr. Baarsiac. Sam Christie, since disappeared. 

John P. Hall, Kenneth Peterson, deceased, Fred Gritzener, Harry 
Kay, Herman Michaelson, David Cintron, Fred M. Howe, Edwin C. 
Ward, Harry Gordon, Charles de la Garza, Willie Eppler, Willard 
Bliss, Joseph Belleza. 
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That is 14. The fifteenth man Delaney could not recall his name, 
so there was a fifteenth man present but we don’t know who it was 
historically. 

Mr. Arens. May I inquire as to the membership immediately after 
the formation of the organization? How many members did it have? 

Mr. Baarsuaa. It erew rather slowly the first year because, you 
understand, there is only one, and in most cases, on passenger ships, 
two operators on a ship. 

[ would say that from August 1931, my guess would be that by the 
fall of 1932, when I used to go to the union, that it had gotten to about 
300, or to certainly not over 350 members. 

Mr. Arens. Who was eligible for membership ? 

Mr. Baarsiac. Anybody holding a valid commercial radio telegra- 
pher’s license, first or second class. 

Mr. Arens. Just what do you mean by a radio telegrapher ? 

Mr. Baarstac. A radio telegrapher is a type of license issued by 
the Federal Communications Commission that permits you to operate 
unlimited any radio telegraph apparatus, either ashore or afloat, on 
any sized tonnage. 

You would require, of course, a different type license to operate a 
telephone set in a broadcasting station, or what is known as a radio 
broadcaster. 

Mr. Arens. Am I correct in my impression of your testimony so 
far that the American Radio Association was founded as an associa- 
tion of radio operators on board vessels ? 

Mr. Baarstac. Yes. Every one of those men was what we call a 
seagoing operator, commercial operator. I don’t think any of these 
people were employed ashore. 

Yes; one of them was. I will take that back. Sam Christie was 
an official of the Radio Corp. of America. But he had a commercial 
license and did go to sea. They were all seagoing radiomen, if that 
is the point you want to bring out. 

Mr. Arens. Yes: that is the point I want to bring out at the moment. 

Mr. Baarsiac. Of the initial group; yes. 

Mr. Arens. Was there a competing organization at that time, or 
was this the only organization in existence of any consequence of 
radio operators on vessels ? 

Mr. BaarstaG. There was a competing organization, but I would 
prefer that that be gone into a little bit more carefully, because that 
is a recollection of 20 years ago. 

Mervyn Rathborne, incidentally a witness in the Harry Bridges 
trial, and a party member by self-admission, had about the same time 
formed a commercial radiomen’s protective association on the west 
coast, but I didn’t sail on the west coast. IT had no contacts out there. 

As to the prior date of which arose first and who had the most 
members, I can’t testify. 

Mr. ARENS. When did you join the organization, the American 
Radio Association ? 

Mr. Baarsiac, I sent Rathborne a $5 contribution, for which T still 
have a receipt, from England, from the Isle of Wight, in August 1931, 
which is just about the time that the ARA was being founded in New 
York, without my knowledge. That was an initial dues payment to 
the organization. 
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I didn’t know of the existence of ARA, which was founded about 
that time, or shortly after I mailed Rathborne the money. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, at any time during the ex xistence of the Ameri- 
can Radio Association, from the time of its founding in August 1931, 
until the time when it changed its name, as I understand it, in 1932, 
ever hold an office or official position with the American Radio As- 
sociation ¢ 

Mr. Baarsiaac. I never held any official office with the ARTA or 
the ARA, its predecessor. 

Mr. Arens. You were in the organizations, though, from 1931 on, 
were you not, and in constant cont: act with them ? 

Mr. Baarsuac. I don’t recall when I first joined the ARTA because 
it had already merged with the CRPA. 

Mr. Arens. I am ) speaking now of the ARA. 

Mr. Baarsuac. I was never a member of the ARA. I joined the 
ARTA as part of my contribution to the CRPA that I made to Rath- 
borne. They accepted that, and Jim Delaney gave me a card some- 
time in the spring of 1932. 

Mr. Arens. Now may I invite your attention to the CRPA and ask 
you what that is or was? 

Mr. Baarsiac. The CRPA was the Commercial Radiomen’s Pro- 
tective Association that started as a small, I would say, one-man union, 
around a little paper that Mervyn Rathborne had founded, called CQ, 
CQ being the radio operator’s general call to all ships and stations. 

I don’t know anyching as to the extent of Mervyn Rathborne’s mem- 
bership in that organization. I know that when it was merged, ac- 
cording to Delaney, , with the ARA, there were eighteen-hundred-and- 
some dollars’ worth of debts that Mr. Rathborne couldn’t pay, and that 
argues in my case that his membership could not have been very large, 
the CRPA being in the same field as ARA. 

In the first place, it was never called a union, as you will notice from 
its title. 

The same applied to the ARA, both groups of radio operators being 
exremely shy of anything that even smacked of unionization or strikes. 

So they called themselves the Commercial Protective Association, 
as you see. 

Mr. Arens. But it did operate in the same field as ARA; did it not? 

Mr. Baarstac. No. I would say the Commercial Radiomen’s Pro- 
tective Association was almost entirely west coast, confined to opera- 
tors sailing on the west coast. 

Mr. Arens. But it was for radio operators on vessels; was it not? 

Mr. Baarsuac. Precisely. But the operators from the two posts 
have seldom shifted back and forth. A man who had his home on the 
west coast would sail on the west coast ports to the Far East. 

A man who had his home on the east coast would sail on the east- 
coast vessels to Europe and other parts of the world. There wasn’t 
much interchange between the coasts. 

Mr. Arens. But both the ARA and the CRPA were confined in 
membership to radio operators on vessels; is that correct ? 

Mr. Baarstac. With this slight qualification: That, unless the radio 
operators on vessels handled all their traffic to shore stations, they 
naturally would try to unionize the operators in the coastal stations. 
They being the key men, it must be quite obvious that, if you get three 
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or four men in a coastal station to strike and tie up the coastal stations, 
it is much more effective than organizing dozens of operators on ships 
scattered all over the world. 

Mr. Arens. But did not both the ARA and CRPA deal principally 
with radio? 

Mr. Baarstac. Radio telegraphers exclusively. 

Mr. Arens. Radio work connected with vessels; is that right? 

Mr. BaarsiaG. Yes, absolutely. 

Mr. Arens. As distinguished from radio work in a commercial radio 
station. 

Mr. Baarsiac. That they got into years later, and I will get to that. 

But originally it was limited stric tly to ships. 

Mr. Arens. That is to clear the record. 

Mr. Baarsiac. And strictly on commercial ships, of course. 

Mr. Arens. Now may I invite your attention to the year 1932. 

Was there not, at that time, a merger of the American Radio Asso- 
ciation in the CRPA ¢ 

Mr. Baarsiac. That merger, to the best of my recollection, was 
consummated sometime, I would say, in the spring of 1932. It could 
have been the summer of 1932. 

Mr. Arens. Where was that? 

Mr. Baarstac. That merger was carried out—again I am basing 
it entirely on what Delaney told me—about a year or so later, by 
correspondence between himself and Rathborne on the west. coast. 

It is the best of my information that Rathborne and Delaney never 
met. The whole merger was conducted by mail. Rathborne dumped 
his debts and his disappointment, which he stated in letters as in- 
ability to organize seagoing operators because they were too lazy 
and too independent and too spineless. He wanted to get out from 
under it, and he was very happy to have Mr. Delaney take the whole 
business over, Mr. Delaney being, of course, the ARTA. 

And the new title sprang out of the merger of the two of them. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell us now what information you 
have respecting ARTA in 1932? I would like to take this chrono- 
logically, if you please. Who were the officers? What was the scope 
of the organization, the membership? And can you give us other 
information of that character? 

Mr. Baarsiag. My first visit to the ARTA was in the basement of 
a hotel that they occupied, the Lynmore Hotel, which was a half 
block from the Irving Plaza Hall, a block and a half north of Union 
Square in New Y ork, the famous Red square. 

We occupied that basement room, front room, free of rent because 
an arrangement had been entered into with the proprietor of the 
hotel upstairs that, this being a brown-sandstone, three- or four-story 
house, converted into a hotel, the members of our union would st: LV 
at his hotel and, in return for the favor of bringing such patronage 
as that developed to his hotel, he allowed us to use the basement rent- 
free. 

When I first visited the ARTA I found one man, James Delaney, 
the president of the ARTA, the sole salaried officer, he being the 
founder of the union. 

Mr. Arens. He was the founder of the American Radio Associa- 
tion, not the founder of the ARTA; is that correct ? 

Mr. Baarstac. Of ARA; that is right. 
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When I arrived for the first time in the ARTA’s quarters in the 
Lynmore Hotel, the merger had already been consummated between 
the two. 

Mr. Arens. And Delaney became the head of the ARTA; is that 
correct ¢ r 

Mr. Baarstac. And the sole paid official. 

I don’t know what the extent of the treasury was, but a year or so 
later the union still owed Delaney $1,100 or some such large sum, of 
back wages that they had never been able to pay him because there 
wasn’t sufficient assets or income from membership dues to pay him 
his regular salary, whatever it was. 

Mr. ARENs. Now, can you give us information respecting the other 
men in control of the union in 1932, other officers or directors? 

Mr. Baarstac. The control, if you can call it that, of the fledgling, 
new-born ARTA passed sometime in the fall of 1932 or the spring of 
1933—I can’t testify to that because I sailed away on a yacht every 
fall and did not come back until the spring, you see—after a number 
of stormy meetings, union meetings, the source of friction, according 
to eyewitness reports of friends of mine who had been there, were 
allegations that Delaney lacked sufficient initiative, that his deport- 
ment and physical appearance was not of a sufficient standard to radi- 
ate the necessary front that a union felt it had to have, but, in the 
main, that he wasn’t aggressive enough and didn’t prosecute the 
affairs of the union with sufficient v igor. 

That is interesting, of course, if you will reflect that he was the sole 
officer of it, that it had been his money to found it, and that anything 
the union derived would go into his pocket, and inasmuch as he was 
already 11 or 12 hundred dollars in arrears, that we would be desirous 
and anxious at least to get the dues in. 

Mr. Arens. Who was alined with Delaney at that time, in his camp, 
his faction ? 

Mr. Baarstaa. I can’t answer that. 

Delaney had more or less what you might call the conservative wing 
in back of him. A group in opposition, which you might call— 
which they themselves called themselves, I think—the progressives, 
were led largely by a group of people who, in later years, found them- 
selves ousted or besmirched as reactionaries. I don’t remember the 
names of those fellows. 

I would say one of them was probably Steve Kovacs, since deceased, 
a very good friend of mine; Roy Lester Roberson, a former self. 
admitted, to me, IWW—— 

Mr. Arens. What do you mean by “IWW”? 

Mr. Baarstag. Industrial Workers of the World—who later joined 
the Communist Party, I would say, in 1936, because he admitted to me 
that he was going to join the party. 

And I would s say, parenthetically, that after Delaney’s contribution 
Roberson was probably the heaviest financial contributor to the 
union. He was also a World War I vet, and gave most of his income 
and most of his bonus money to the union. 

The attack on Delaney raged all of that winter, or most of the 
winter, to the point where he resigned because he felt that the member- 
ship was disgruntled and unsatisfied with his stewardship. 

He didn’t realize that in the background, behind the so-called pro- 
gressive or reform element, was a very small group of people who later 
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on became very closely identified with the Communist cell in the 
ARTA. 

More interesting than that, however, was the fact, uncovered after 
numerous conversations between myself and Jim Delaney in 1935, 
when he was long out of the union, was the fact that the comrades had 
apparently successfully planted an extremely adroit spy on his side, 
by the name of Edward Tabakman, who operated in the party at the 
Camp Nitgaitic, or something like that. 

‘This was a Communist training school for marine workers, run in 
a New York camp, in 1934-35, and fully exposed and documented in 
the Washington Post articles by Mr. Folliard. 

In the Camp Nitgaitic school Mr. Tabakman operated under the 
name of Phillips. He since, sometime prior to the outbreak of World 
War II, legally changed his name in the courts in Brooklyn and so 
changed his radio license to Edward Homer. If he has other aliases. 
I don’t know. 

I can tell you that in Naval Intelligence—this is very important— 
during the war, we uncovered Mr. Tabakman, Phillips, Homer, and 
other aliases, checking up on port-security regulations, making stra- 
tegic diagrams of ports m British India, transferring the same to top 
party officials in the Communist Party on East Thirteenth Street in 
New York. He was presumably a Soviet agent. 

To go back to Mr. Delaney, his closest associate and adviser was the 
afore-mentioned Mr. Tabakman. 

It took Jim Delane V about 3 years to wake an to the fact that he 
had a Judas on his side, and a very able one. So that, with the Com- 
munist cell or faction or nuclei in the movement, he now devoted not 
only every moment but ever thought to his opposition, to the job 
of protecting himself against this revolt or reform element. 

Mr. Arens. We are about in 1933: are we not ? 

Mr. Baarsiac. Early in 1933, 1 would say. 

Mr. Arens. At this time, what was the extent of the membership 
of the ARTA ? 

Mr. Baarstac. As I said before, I would guess that it must have 
been 350 in the fall of 1932. By the time they got Delaney out, I 
doubt that it got to exceed 400, or possibly 500. But L would be very 
mie h surprised if it was larger than 400, 

Mr. Arens. Is there anything else you want to say with respect to 
193: cs fore we move on to 1934 and 1935, with reference to the ARTA ¢ 

Mr. BaarsiaG. 1 see here in my notes that Delaney resigned from 
office in the spring of 1933. I said I was uncertain. I see now it was 
1933 

Now , the man that succeeded him is here in Washington and quite 
a familiar character around the Capit al. His name is Hoyt Haddock. 
He is very important to your investigation. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hoyt Haddock succeeded James Delaney as head 
of the ARTA: 1s that correct ¢ 

Mr. BAArsLaGc. In an election. 

Mr. Arens. What was the office? What did they call the office. 

Mr. Baarsiagc. He was called the preside nt. 

My recollection is—and that might give you an indication of the 
strength of the union—that there were less than 100 ballots cast. 
The party ran some also-rans in against him, though they knew he 
would win. 
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I think Haddock got the startling total of 36 votes, the next runner- 
up 28, and soon down. It was a very small election. 

Mr. Arens. When you say “the party,” do you mean the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Baarsiac. The Communist Party. 

In 1933, or the winter of 1932, the ballots were sent out by mail. 
You understand i in a union of that type the ballots go by mail because 
the membership is literally scattered all over the world. 

Mr. Arens. Why is it that they did not have a larger vote? 

Mr. Baaxsiac. Most of them either had some other interest, or the 
mail caught up with them too late, if a man were on a trip to British 
India or the Far East. 

Mr. Arens. So that Hoyt Haddock was the president of ARTA in 
1933; is that true? 

Mr. Baarstac. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting any of the other 
officers at this same time? 

Mr. Baarsuac. There were no other officers. 

He succeeded to the salary, to the best of my recollection, of $25 a 
week, on which he supported himself, his wife, and an infant baby in 
the back room. They had a little furnished room in back of the office 
of the union. 

About that time, however—and I can’t give you a definite date— 
there appeared in the office a man with a cast in his eye, very dark 
hair, curly hair, rather unimpressive type, medium build, by the name 
of Willard Bliss. Bliss acted as a sort of office man, while Haddock 
was out a great deal of the day going on ships, contacting operators, 
and going to steamship companies trying to get contracts. 

Bliss ran the office. 

Mr. Arens. What was Bliss’ official position ? 

Mr. Baarstac. He had none. He was called the secretary. And 
he got no salary; which is a very curious and interesting story. 

As a practical man, I raised the economic question as to how did 
Bliss live, you see. 

Mr. Arens. Before we develop Bliss, I think we should have your 
observations and any information that you have respecting Haddock. 

Mr. Baarstac. Mr. Haddock was a Texan and at that time I would 
say about 26 years old. His total radio experience, which I checked 
on later on the FCC files, Federal Communications, consisted of about 
a year and a half of radio experience, most of which was in a small 
Texas coastal station. 

Mr. Hoyt Haddock, to the best of my recollection, had absolutely 
no union experience whatever, any kind whatsoever, and knew abso- 
lutely nothing about radicalism. 

He didn’t even know Karl] Marx when I mentioned his name. He 
never heard of the IWW. He was as green as grass when he came to 
New York. 

So you see at this point it is important that we now recapitulate 
that there was no question that from the founding of the union up 
until this pers ‘ular period now, that anyone, all that canard—— 

Mr. Arens. When you say the “period now”, do you mean 1933 ? 

Mr. Baarstac. From the period of the founding of the ARA to the 
spring of °33, there had been numerous allegations that the Com- 
munist Party had put up the money to found the ARA and the ARTA. 
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I am most happy to testify here that that is not only, to the best of 
my knowledge and infor mation, false, but that I spent a great deal 
of time on it. Emphatically, it is not true. 

Certainly Delaney was not a radical, and certainly, most certainly, 
Hoyt Haddock was not a Communist or radical. 

Mr. Arens. We are now up to the point of 1933, when Hoyt Had- 
dock was treasurer of the ARTA, and Williard Bliss was the secretary. 

Mr. Baarstag. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you proceed from there, Mr. Baarslag. 

Mr. Baarstac. My yacht returned about April that year and I 
naturally had spare time on my hands, so I helped out at the union. 

If my recollection is correct, those were the days of the NRA, the 
National Recovery Administration, and I helped considerably pre- 
paring Mr. Hoyt Haddock’s speeches. Mr. Hoyt Haddock had not 
writing or speaking experience, and so his br iefs and speeches before 
Government boards—we had no lawyer or anyone else to do it—I was 
largely instrumental in writing those; also in advising him in trade 
union tactics. 

I raised, naturally, as a member of the union, the question of Mr. 
Williard Bliss. I got the answer from Mr. Hoyt Haddock that Mr. 
Bliss, like myself and Roberson, was a militant unionist, who was 
devoting his time to the union 12 to 14 hours a day, gratuitously. 

He opened the mail and opened the doors in the morning, and the 
last one who closed out the light, maybe at midnight that mght. He 
was always in the union headquarters. 

I asked Mr. Hoyt Haddock specifically, I said, “How does he live?” 

Hoyt Haddock’s answer was; “His wife works at the New York 
Public Library.” 

To which my reply again—I remember it quite clearly—was, “That 
is a fine howdy do. Here we've got a ‘Commie’ practically running 
the affairs of our union and enabled to do it because he doesn’t have 
to go to sea like the rest of us operators because he lives off his wife or 
the Communist Party; I don’t know which.” 

Mr. Arens. What made you think he was a Commie ? 

Mr. Baarsiac. At that time we were engaged in writing a consti- 
tution. Now, it would strike an ordinary person that writing a con- 
stitution for a union as small as that, limited to a very small craft, 
would be a rather simple matter. It took almost a year to write that 
constitution and endless and bitter wrangles and floor fights over 
certain points that certain people insisted had to go into the 
constitution. 

Up until this time the radio profession, seagoing radio profession, 
had been exclusively Caucasian white, and the last woman operator 
had folded her bag and gone ashore about 1920 or thereabouts, a Miss 
Packard, of Jacksonville. 

Therefore, most radiomen wanted to limit the craft, the member- 
ship, to white Caucasian males. Mr. Willard Bliss, Mr. Tabakman, 
Mr. Willie Eppler, and Joseph Belleza, since deceased, and a number 
of others, wrangled and argued about this interminably all that 
summer, in meeting after meeting. 

The constitution, even a clause, was wrangled over all night. It 
seemed that they were determined to get that in. 

Now, this white exclusive male policy, of course, was not limited 
to conserve the union, but it was the first inkling that we had that 
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these people were extremely broad and liberal, and that they wanted 
to go against the will of probably 95 percent of the membership for 
what seemed to us mainly dogmatic or doctrinnaire purposes that 
we couldn’t fathom, but certainly agitated these boys no end. 

Then about that time, as I recall, the Soviet ship Kim appeared in 
New York. She is a small freighter. Mr. Willard Bliss succeeded 
in wangling a sum of money, 30 or 40 dollars, as I recall, out of the 
treasury to entertain these two Soviet operators to a lunch and to 
hire private cars to take them out to one of the RCA’s big trans- 
Atlantic transmitters out at Rocky Point, N. Y. 

Mr. Arens. Was that a customary practice for the union then? 

Mr. Baarstac. No. That struck us as rather curious, because there 
were literally hundreds, if not thousands, of foreign ships coming 
into New York; ships, new ships, ships from Fascist Italy, and later 
on, from 1933, from Nazi Germany. 

Of course, they were never afforded hospitality from our union. 
But it was odd that no Dutch or French or English or Greek operators, 
coming from any democratic country, were similarly entertained from 
our limited funds, because 30 or 40 dollars was a lot in our union, and 
I doubt that we had $300 in the whole treasury. 

Then various little signs started to pop up. I don’t recall all of 
them. We started to receive pieces of mail in our boxes from organi- 
zations that we couldn't figure out how they had gotten our address; 
the United Congress for Peace, held in Chicago along about that time, 
which, if I recall correctly, was a predecessor of the American League 
Against War and Fascism, which, in turn, became the American 
League for Peace and Democracy, which became the American Peace 
Mobilization. 

We had a small organ called ARTA, the same as the union, in heavy 
block letters. 

Mr. Arens. Do you mean a little publication ? 

Mr. Baarstac. A monthly publication. 

I was offered the editorship of that because I was one of the people 
who was around the union more than anybody else, and I had some 
writing experience. But I was immediately opposed by Mr. Bliss 
on the ground that any editorial copy which I would submit for final 
printing he and an editorial staff, over which I would have no control, 
would have to pass. 

And I remember having some very heated words with Haddock 
that I was sufficiently mature and had sufficient union experience to 
know what should go into a union paper and what should be kept out, 
that I was willing to submit my copy to the president, naturally, for 
censorship or revision, but certainly not to an unpaid official, who had 
no official standing in the union, Mr. Bliss. 

Along about that time—and I think that is an important thing—I 
took a copy of this magazine—— 

Mr. Arens. This ARTA? 

Mr. Baarstac. This ARTA—and I will submit you a copy—in the 
peculiar block letters. I happened to go up to the Rand School at 7 
East Fifteenth Street, in New York. Now, the Rand School, as you 
know, was raided during World War I. It was the headquarters of 
the Socialist Party. It still is the headquarters of the Socialist Party, 
the Socialists, and it was well known in New York. , 
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I went up there specifically to get some radical newspapers, maga- 
zines. There was a young ‘Socialist there by the name of Charles 
Saltzman. He picked up the copy of my union magazine, just glanced 
at it, and said, to me, “Karl, how come the Commie make-up?” 

I was naturally quite shocked that a Socialist could spot a magazine 
and merely by looking at the typography of it decide that it was 
Communist. 

[ said, “What makes you feel that our paper is Communist ¢” 

He said, “That get-up, that make-up is typically Commie.” 

He turned to me and said, “Are you a member of the union ¢” 

I said, “Yes.” 

He said, “Do you know where the printing is done?” 

I said, “No.” 

He looked inside at the little, tiny printers label, known as the union 
“bug,” 116. He said, “Do you know where this print shop is?” 

l suid, “No.” 

He said, “Would you like to know ?” 

I said, “Yes, very much.” 

He said, “I will ask our Socialist printing trades organizer, Julius 
Gerber, and I will let you know a xt week.” 

I came back next week. I said, “Where is 1164” 

He said, “116 is the Uptown Cooperative Press, 573 West”—I 
think—‘Seventy-third Street.” 

[ am not sure, but he gave me the address. 

He said, “That prints all the Communist foreign language publi- 

eations for the Communist Party. How come, Karl, that your union 
h: as its printing done on the presses of a Commie print shop ?” 

I said, “I don’t know, but I sure am going to find out. 

I walked out of the building, and as I walked out I reflected that 
Socialists and Communists didn’t get on well anyhow, how did I know 
that Mr. Saltzman was telling me the truth. Maybe he invented this. 

I went to a telephone directory and I looked up the Union Printing 
Trades Council that registers all these labels in New York, and it 
happened to be over in the next street, Seventeenth Street, or close by. 

I went over there and I presented my ARTA membership card, 
which bore the telltale tag “116,” my union’s constitution, which bore 
the same telltale tag “116.” I handed it to the man. I said, “Would 
you tell me what print shop is No. 116?” 

He went to a file cabinet, got a card out, and said, “116 is issued 
to the Uptown Cooperative Press, 573 West”— whatever it was that 
Mr. Saltzman had told me. 

In other words, check and double check. 

Of course, you understand he did not know the type of printing 
that 116 did, that Mr. Saltzman. 

[ found out years later precisely the nature of the Uptown Coopera- 
tive Press, because I ran across a former Communist Party member, 
a girl who worked in that press, and she told me it was run by the 
German language section of the Communist Party. 

And what she told me answered the questions, that I will now de- 
velop, with which I upbraided Mr. Haddock. 

I immediately went back to Mr. Haddock, our president. and I 
said, “Hoyt, how come we have our printing done in a Commie print 
shop?” 








12 SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 

He looked a little bit flustered and he said, “What do you mean?” 

I said, “Where is 116? Who is that?” 

He said, “That’s the Uptown Cooperative Print Shop.” 

I said, “Where is it?” 

He said, “West Seventy-third Street.” 

By this time, you understand, we had moved from Irving Place 
to the Battery. It must be a distance of 5 miles from the Battery to 
Seventy-third Street. 

I said, “How come in a small union such as ours, with literally thou- 
sands of print shops in New York, of all places, happens to have the 
bad luck to pick out a print shop run by the Communist Party, or a 
section thereof?” 

Very blandly and nonchalantly, Mr. Haddock informed me they 
did their printing cheaper than a print shop that had bosses and capi- 
talists running it. 

I said, “I got the answer to that, too. I understand they don’t pay 
union rates and there are a bunch of scabs on overtime and that is how 
they can chisel and undercut other people.” 

Well, he didn’t like that. 

Of course, I will ruefully admit now that it was a bad mistake on 
my part because it tipped the Communist faction off that they had a 
spy, so-called, in their union, who was checking on them. 

I merely suggested to Haddock that it was unfortunate, with so 
many LWW, Socialist, and other print shops, around, radicals, if 
they had to be radicals, that of all places we picked the Commie print 
shop. 

So you want to get up to 1933, these little straws, this Soviet ship 
entertainment, Mr. Bliss being able to stay on the payroll without 
visible means of support, although he looked well fed and just as well 
dressed as I. 

Mr. Arens. When you say he was not on the payroll, do you mean 
in an official capacity ¢ 

Mr. Baarstac. I must have meant that. I found then that Mr. 
Haddock was lying to me later, that he was actually being paid sur- 
reptitiously $15 a week. 

Mr. Arens. That is, Bliss was being paid $15 a week? 

Mr. Baarsuac. Yes. 

But the membership was told he was working for nothing. 

Later on, when his job was legitimized—and he got the office in 
a narrow election—he was paid $25 a week. 

But during the period of time that we thought he was working for 
nothing he actually was getting $15 a week, which actually wasn’t 
much, but it was something. 

Mr. Arens. Is that all of your observations or comment up to 1933? 

Mr. Baarsiac. Up to 1933; yes. 

Mr. Arens. Let us move on to 1934, if you please. 

Mr. Baarstac. In 1934 I was around the union all that summer, I 
would say from May to November of 1934. By this time the ARTA 
had moved its headquarters from Irving Place to 8 Bridge Street, 
facing the customhouse. 

In the fall of 1934—and I am sure there are records available; 1 
didn’t attend it. so I can’t testify to it—but the Marine Workers Indus- 
trial Union, MWIU, held a meeting in Baltimore September 1 and 2. 
It was called the North Atlantic Unity Conference. 
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The ARTA delegates were Richard Golden, from Boston. He was 
a non-Communist and is presumably available in Boston and would 
make an important witness. 

Steven Kovacks, since deceased, non-Communist. 

Hoyt Haddock, the president. 

Simon Golden, who was non-Communist, but mentally unbalanced. 

And Mr. Tabakman, who was not a duly elected delegate, but went 
as an alternate. 

Kovacks and Golden both reported back to me, when they came 
back from Baltimore, that they had seen pictures of Lenin and Stalin 
and sickle-and-hammer banners in the Marine Workers Industrial 
Union hall in Baltimore, where the meeting was called. 

No bona fide unions attended the North Atlantic Unity Conference, 
not even the IWW. They spurned it as a Communist fake. 

Mr. Tabakman, I was told, was one of the principal speakers, key- 
noters, and the man who seemed to run the show was the well-known 
Roy Hudson. 

Along about that time, we had another interesting experience. We 
were conducting our first strikes in water-front troubles, and the 
necessity or the question arose: With what unions can we ally our- 
selves, cooperate, affiliate, or carry on some sort of relationship, and 
what is the sense of the membership with 1 respect to certain other 
unions about which there seems to be some question ! 

The International Longshoremen’s Association, under Mr. Joseph 
Ryan, was naturally vilified and abused, and the feeling of a number 
of members, the more radical element, was that we should have 
nothing to do with Mr. Joseph Ryan. 

We also had a similar group who thought we ought to cooperate 
very slightly with Mr. Roy Hudson in the Marine Workers Industrial 
Union. 

There were a few of them who, because they had plenty of burly, 
tough pickets, thought we ought to have at least a running arrange- 
ment of some sort with the industrial union which is known as the 
Marine Transport Workers Union, No, 510, which is still in existence. 

Altogether there are 16 or 18 various maritime unions. 

Over the protests of the Communists, because of alleged economy 
and expense element, we got up a ballot listing all these water-front 
unions, from extreme right to extreme left, and inviting the member- 
ship to express their opinion as to which we should and which we 
should not cooperate with. 

It is also very interesting that the membership, although it was 
very poorly informed, as they would be away on ships at sea most 
of the time, oddly and most significantly enough, voted to affiliate 
or cooperate with various percentages, but in the majority, with all 
of the organizations except one, the Marine Workers Industrial 
Union, which was known to be Communist. 

Despite this mandate from the membership, we never cooperated 
in the succeeding year or two with those that the overwhelming major- 
ity of the membership voted to cooperate with, and we worked exclu- 
sively with Roy Hudson’s Marine Workers Industrial Union, which 
was, of course, typical of Communist activity. 

Mr. Arens. How did that come to pass? 
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Mr. Baarstac. Because Haddock was the president and Mr. Wil- 
liard Bliss was the secretary, and they carried out the policy of the 
union without any executive committee or anybody, just sat and rode 
herd on them and saw that the policy or the mandates of the member- 
ship were carried out. 

They simply blandly ignored it. 

Now, also at that time, and to bring the publication or the organ 
up to date, that would require, of course, a study today, and I imagine 
you would come to the same conclusion as I had when I did it in 1942. 
That was to take CQ and when it became ARTA—I am speaking now 
of the title of the magazine, and not the organization—and ‘down 
through these years and list its slanting or content and see what was 
happening to the magazine operators. It was edging gradually but 
very perceptibly to the left, steadily. 

Mr. Arrns. When you say to the left, do you mean toward the 
Communist line ¢ 

Mr. Baarsiac. To the Communist line; to the exclusion, oddly and 
very significantly enough, of any Socialist or other radical line. 

I can’t recall that any radical organization, anarchist and trouble, 
IWW, Socialists, Trotskyites, or anybody else, ever got any play, any 
sympathy, any space in our publication. 

But let some obscure Commie literally in Cuba or, for that matter, 
in Afghanistan, get into trouble, and we knew all about it, which to 
us was an infallible test of strict CP control. 

Mr. Arens. And did your publication run stories in your paper 
on these Communists in other parts of the world whe got into trouble ¢ 

Mr. Baarsiac. Of course, they were never listed as Communists. 
They were listed as workers in the jails of Machado, the dictator of 
Cuba, if he were the dictator at that time: or the poor worker shot 
down in cold blood by the chief of police in San Pedro. 

They were always militant trade-unionists or people fighting for 
peace, or something. They never identified them as Communists; no. 
Mr. Arens. But you knew, did you, that they were Communists ? 

Mr. BaarsiaG. The membership didn’t know it, but a few of us who 
read other papers, such as Socialist and LWW and radical papers, soon 
found out whose ox was being gored. It wasn’t any of the other boys. 
They were always Stalin’s oxen. 

I see here 1954. I would say by March of that year the terminology 
of the paper ARTA, which is one word—had begun to edge over to- 
ward the left. 

Such common Communist words and cliches used by all trade Com- 
munist agitators as “militant,” “correct tactics,” “activity,” “rank- 
and-file control,” “trade-union democracy,” “unity,” “justice to the 
worker,” and similar well-known examples of Communist argot, had 
started to find their way into the publication. 

Mr. Arens. Who was editor of the paper at that time ? 

Mr. Baanrsiac. I am not sure. I believe Bliss was. 

Mr. Arens. Did you ever assume editorship of the paper yourself ? 

Mr. Baarsiac. No. I wouldn’t touch it under the conditions that 
they attempted to lay down on me. 

Now, in the spring of 1934, to the best of my recollection, we called 
our first strike against the steamship company, the American Mer- 
chant Line, which ran to London and operated four or five ships. 
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This also was extremely important because I remember that Mr. 
Hoyt Haddock immedi: ately took off for Washington and Cleveland 
on some alleged organization mission because he was scared to death 
of conducting a strike in March, cold weather, in the port of New 
York; leaving the direction of the strike in the hands of Mr. Tabak- 
man, Bliss, and those members who later on became identified with the 
Communist Party cell in the union, 

I went to the [WW hall on South Street, Marine Transport Work- 
ers, 510, a few doors from the Seaman’s Church Institute, to see what 
possible assistance the “wobblies” or TWW, could give us. 

I was met immediately with the following words, “Fellow worker, 
you got a hell of a fine gang of Commies in control of your union.’ 

Note that “wobblies” alw: iys address each other as fellow workers. 

I said, “What do you mean?” 

He said, “That dark-haired guy with a squint in his eye, he is Com- 
mie surer than hell.” 

So it was a shock to me, as a member of a union, to have to learn 
that we had ostensible or alleged Communists in our union, from out- 
siders, to wit, the IWW, who naturally had a higher degree of sensi- 
tivity for spotting those people or perhaps finer olefactory nerves at 
the end of their noses than such nonpolitical people as myself and 
others in the union. 

We suspected something wrong, but these fellows put the finger 
on them. 

Then the delegate, I don’t recall his name—I think it was eer 
sat down with me as one fellow worker to another, and he gave me : 
ood, thorough indoctrination in Communist tactics and shenanigans 
in trade-unions and how to watch for them and how to spot them. 

0, in other words, there were people outside of our union who were 
cognizant of Communist infiltration. 

We are up to the first strike in March 1934 

There was, in an issue of ARTA, an extremely inflammatory article, 
sometime in the spring of 1934, written by a man by the name of 
Volney G. Mathison. He denounced the brutal murder of two strikers 
in the San Francisco general strike and he warned ARTA members 
of “Far greater storms that inevitably lie ahead.” 

ARTA called its first national convention in September 1934. TI 
was not a delegate; 1 was not present; I could not testify as to what 
happened, except through hearsay. 

Richard Golden was a delegate and an operator by the name of 
W. Donald Thomas, both of them non-Communists. They were 
delegates. 

And I suggest that they can throw some light on that first con- 
vention, which was very important because, as I remember at that 
time, it was reported to us that Mathison had made the statement 
that the American workers, at least the maritime workers in this 
country, as a result of the general strike in San Francisco, “Had now 
reached a sufficient stage of radicalization that they could start to pass 
over from strictly economic to political strikes.” 

Of course, that doesn’t mean anything very much to the average 
person who knows nothing about communism, but that is a very sig- 
nificant statement to make to a small union— that American workers 
were now sufficiently radicalized and started down the road to revolu- 
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tion that they were ready to pass from purely economic strikes to 
political strikes. 

That was as early as the September convention in 1934. 

I would also underline the name of Mr. Volney G. Mathison as a 
very important figure from the west coast. 

This would be something that you might check into: The general 
strike of San Francisco was called about June of 1934, possibly May 
it broke out. The winter before, Mr. Volney Mathison, a west coaster, 
which is most unusual, appeared in the ARTA hall in New York, 
having come overland, not by ship, and insisted that he needed to get 


on the Moore-McCormack Line immediately, even if somebody had to: 


be bumped so that he could make a trip to Leningrad to attend some 
sort of a labor conference over there. 

Somewhere in my recollection I have seen a radiogram from his 
ship to the GPU, Lubyanka 18, in Leningrad, in plain English, advis- 
ing of his arrival: which was a most indiscreet thing to do. 

I think the radiogram may be located today. In plain English 
language he said he was arriving in Leningrad at a certain date. 

Of course, he was coming over for a tr ade- union conference. 

But the significant thing, the important thing we might look into, 
is that Mr. Mathison returned from his visit to the Soviet Union 
sometime in the spring of 1934. He took himself back to the west 
coast, and the general strike broke out 2 months later, or some such 
period of time: which always left a question in the minds of some of 
us: Was there any connection between Mr. Mathison’s hurried trip to 
Leningrad in the winter of 1933-34 and the outbreak of the general 
strike in San Francisco, because Mr. Bridges had not been to Moscow, 
to the best of our knowledge, for several years preceding ? 

In other words, who carried the orders, if any were carried? IT don't 
know. 

Now, about this time in 1935 the United States Navy apparently was 
getting apprehensive about the situation, and they started to put out 
some feelers about navalizing the merchant marine: that is, to put the 
radio rooms under naval control. 

This, of course, was instantly met with a storm of indignation and 
trade-union protest on the part of our union. However, Vadas, my- 
self, and a number of other commercial radio operators apphed and 
received Naval Reserve commissions; only to be abused by the Com- 
munist officials of our union at the time for so doing. 

I cannot recall that any Naval Reserve officer in all the years was 
ever permitted to run for any elective office in the ARTA. There 
seemed to be a sort of unwritten law that Naval Reserve officers were 
not to be permitted in any kind of office, because by wes the union 
had a number of paid officials in various ports—Boston, New York, 
Baltimore, New Orleans, three or four on the west coast—and started 
to branch out into broadcasting and airways. 

Mr. Arens. What was the membership at that time, in 1934? 

Mr. BaarsxiaG. I would say by the end of 1934 I would guess it was 
well over 1,200, possibly 1,500. 

There were two people, one of whom was barred from Navy ships 
during the war, Jacob and Murray Winocur, who were the most 
vociferous in denouncing Naval Reserve radio operators. One—I 
don’t recall which one—was removed by the Navy during the war as a 
menace to national security under Public Law 351. 
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Mr. Arens. Did any Communist or Communist fronters, Commu- 
nist sympathizers, apply for United States Naval Reserve commis- 
sions ¢ 

Mr. Baarstac. No. No, they wouldn’t touch a Reserve commission 
under any circumstances. 

Mr. Willard Bliss—which is interesting to recall—when he asked me 
confirming the fact that I had applied for a Naval Reserve commission, 
said, “I wouldn’t fight for this ———— country even if the Japs invaded 
it. I couldn’t be any worse off under the Japs than I already am under 
the present ———— rotten capitalist system.” 

Mr. Arens. What year was it that he made that statement? 

Mr. Baarsiac. That was 1935, I would say. I applied for the com- 
mission in the Reserve in 1935 or 1936. 

Now, another significant thing was that the ARTA marched as an 
organized unit in both 1934 and 1935 May Day parades. 

Mr. Arens. The May Day parade is the annual Communist festival 
here; is it not? 

Mr. Baarsiac. No. That is an important thing. Now, if you will 
check on the 1934 and 1935 parades—I think I witnessed them both— 
there were two parades. One was composed of Socialists, Lovestone- 
ites, Trotskyites, and various radicals. ‘That was one group and they 
marched down one avenue, separated by the police. 

Then the united front with the Communists and Father Divine, 
they were the only ones who marched on that side. 

Oddly enough, the ARTA marched with the Communists and 
Father Divine, not with the radicals, not with the unaffiliated and 
various miscellaneous radicals. 

Mr. Arens. But Communists do turn out there, do they not, on May 
Day, once a year? That is their official function every year; is it not? 

Mr. Baarsiac. Oh, yes. 

But there was a bitter fight, and what led to the split was that while 
the Communists were agreeable to march in the united May Day 
arade with the Socialists and with trade-unionists and with even 
Father Divine, who most assuredly was not trade-unionist or Socialist ; 
they would under no circumstances march with renegades or traitors 
to wit, Trotskyites or others. 

They drew the line on them. 

In both those years, there were two May Day parades, and in both 
those years the ARTA marched with the Communist May Day parade 
and tin with the radical May Day parade, which naturally led to more 
suspicion on the part of our membership that all was not what it should 
be in our union. 

Then the next one, jumping ahead a little bit—and if you need those 
records, I have them somewhere—on May 10, 1935, in the Irving 
Plaza hall, there was called a conference of the independent trade 
unions of Greater New York and vicinity. That is abbreviated 
J.U. V.1. T. U. G. N. Y. V., derisively known in our union as the 
“Juicytug.” 

Now, this was a pure Communist fake. Mr. Hoyt Haddock was 
made the temporary chairman. I have the records of that meeting. 

Mr. Sam Nisen—N-i-s-e-n or N-i-s-s-e-n, I don’t recall which—was 
the temporary secretary. Nisen had been thrown out of a board of 
alderman meeting during the hunger riots of thirty-one as a Com- 
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munist by the police and he was well known by the New York authori- 
ties as a party functionary. 

These proceedings of this J. U. V. I. T. U. G. N. Y. V. listed 105 
delegates. And it is extremely interesting to break this thing down, 
and they represented 35 alleged unions. 

Now, of these delegates who attended this conference, it is interest- 
ing to note the names of the following as trade union representatives 
from various alleged unions. 

You understand, of course, that this is early 1935, before the scra 
ping of the revolutionary paper unions as a result of the seventh world 
congress meeting that fall in September. 

You will note the names on the list of delegates of Rose Wortis, 
Sam Nisen, Dominick Flianni, Jack Gordon, Warren Horie, and 
Clarina Michaelson. 

Anybody that knows the trade union movement in New York knows 
that they are all well-known, notorious party functionaries. 

Now, of the 106 delegates, 49 represented simon-pure, 100 percent 
Communist paper unions. 

In other words, a paper union in some cases, like the cafeteria 
workers, was a union without any headquarters. The union roster 
and officers and everything else were carried around in some guy’s hat. 

One of the revolutionary paper unions—and we ought to get back 
to that later on—was the Telegraph Messengers Union and another 
one was the UTA, United Telegraphers of America, because that is 
important to your examination later on in the development of the 
control of the communication workers ashore. 

Just to go back historically, about 1928—and all this can be easily 
researched in the Library of Congress—the Red international labor 
unions began to set up so-called revolutionary trade unions. They 
nearly all had the word “industrial” in them, Needleworkers Indus- 
trial Union, Marine Workers Industrial Union, Cafeteria Industrial 
Union, Steel Workers Industrial Union; for every trade, every craft, 
the party set up in most cases purely paper unions. 

Some of them had some membership and some of them even had 
officers. Many of them, as I say, were just carried around in some- 
body’s hat. 

Now, at this conference of the 106 delegates, 49 of them, which was 
almost half, represented purely trade-union unity league paper unions. 
Six represented the motion picture operators union of New York, 
which was alleged in those days to be a racketeering union. T can’t 
say as to that because I don’t know. ‘Three represented the American 
Radio Telegraphers Association. 

The delegates were Hoyt Haddock, William Rowe, and Willie 

“ppler. They were the three delegates. 

Twenty-four delegates represented well known Communist-con- 
trolled unions, while 24 others claimed to represent unions which even 
veteran labor experts in New York had never heard of, to-wit, the 
Carpet Workers Club of Yonkers, which actually consisted of six 
unemployed carpet cleaners up in Earl Browder’s home town; the 
China and Glass Decorators Union, the Clinical Thermometer Work- 
ers of America, the Hat Block Makers Union, the Independent Smoke 
and Pipe Makers of New York, Perforating Workers Union, and the 
Soft and Hard Bristle Hair Dressers Union. 
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When I read this list off to seasoned labor union people, including 
radicals, Socialists, they just simply guffawed. They were titles 
picked out of thin air and delegates sent to pack the meeting. 

The thing that puzzled all of us was why the “¢ ‘ommies” should 
call a conference of this sort, with 106 delegates, when 95 or more 
apparently, or in the neighborhood, were already seasoned party 
members or fronters. Who were they trying to capture, or who were 
they trying to kid? 

We found out later on that it is always premature to laugh at some- 
thing that may look as folly or nonconsequential on the part of 
Communists 

What they ‘y were trying to set up then was a predecessor to the CIO. 
They couldn't foresee in 1935 the creation of CIO, but they already 
had the ground work laid. 

They had an industrial conference for Greater New York and 
vicinity that would take in all unions outside of the AFL and the 
railroad brotherhoods, 

Once these bigger unions—and there were hundreds of thousands 
of members—were ready to move into another federation, they had 

he federation all set up in somebody's hat here in a dinky hall on 
Fourteenth Street, as you see. 

The entire proceedings I won’t go into because I think I can get you 
acopy of them. ‘They were limited to the usual mimeographed mani- 
festo demanding the release of strikers in Cuba and demanding the 
indictment of police for brutality, the usual strict party line. 

There were even resolutions, there were even demands on the Depart- 
ment of State to do this and grant passports, and to do this and so 
forth. 

What happened to that, I don’t know. I attacked it on the floor 
of the meeting. I conducted a very careful investigation myself into 
this thing. 

I concurred with the Socialist Labor Party, SLP, the Socialists, 
both wings, the normal faction, which was split, and the conservative 
Social Democratic Federation. 

I then went to the Lovestoneites, to both wings of the Trotskyites, 
and to the IWW. 

In other words, I went to at least seven or eight different radical 
groups in New York for a consensus of opinion as to what this 

‘Juicytug” was, or whatever it was, was set up for, and what we were 
doing there, and I got pri actically the same sort of corroborating 
information from all these various radical sections groups. 

Mr. Arens. What were you doing there 

Mr. Baarstac. I went to check up for my own satisfaction what 
our union was doing there. I wanted to make sure that this thing 
was bona fide, which I found out later on that it wasn’t. 

And according to these various authorities, most of these unions, 
perforating union, soft and hard bristle workers, were not existing 
unions, but were paper unions, imaginary unions. 

But they had set up a ground work so that when they sent their 
telegrams ‘they protested in the names of 35 New York unions, with 
a total membership of a hundred-and-some-thousand members. 

The point is: How was a Secretary of State, or a Governor of Cali- 
fornia, or a President of Cuba to know that these 36 alleged unions, 
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with hundreds and thousands of members, were nothing but a Commie 
fraud consisting of ninety-some party functionaries and a couple of 
dupes meeting in a hall and drawing up these thundering manifestoes ¢ 

It was a typical example of Commie swindling wut con-work, at 
which they are very adept. 

Then in the fall of 1935, or in the spring of 1936, I would say it 
must have been the spring of thirty-six, on second thought, because 
we generally sailed in November, Mr. Hoyt Haddock approached me 
and asked me, wasn’t it true that I had excellent connections with the 
American Federation of Labor, that I knew President Green and I 
knew some of the members of the executive committee. 

I said, “Yes,” I knew some people in the A. F. of L. “Why?” 

Now, since my first union meeting in the ARTA, hardly a meeting 
went by but what the A. F. of L. and all its work and ali its leaders 
were vilified and abused and denounced as “scabs” and “scab leaders,” 
and “labor fakers” and “labor skates. s 

All through those years, from 1932 to the end of 1935, it was never 
even considered in the ARTA that we would ever apply for a charter 
or affiliation or have anything to do with such a bunch of “scab leaders” 
as in the AFL. 

This came rather as a bombshell out of a clear sky that Mr. Hoyt 
Haddock proposed to me that I sound out to the A. F. of L. the 
possibilities as to us getting a charter. 

I, frankly, was incredulous and somewhat flabbergasted myself. 

T said to Hoyt, “Why the sudden change of heart ?” 

The reply was, “Karl, we are a small union. Our total membership 
is limited to a couple of thousand license holders. With the big cor- 
porations and organized industrial economic power today, our future 
is hopeless unless we tie ourselves in with some strong labor union.” 

My reply was, “You should have thought of that a long while ago 
instead of vilifying and abusing the A. “F. of L., because they now 
have no use for us, because I got that from Mr. Andrew Forsyth, of 
the National Seamen’s Union, a very good friend of mine, who had 
some very unfortunate dealings with our union. 

And Mr. Hoyt Haddock replied, “I know all that, but the times 
have changed. And even Mr. Bliss” 

And he didn’t say “Mister.” He said, “even Bliss now thinks that 
we ought to join the A. F. of L.” 

To the best of my recollection, I said, “Hoyt, the party line may 
have changed, and that is what changed Mr. Bliss. But don’t tell me 
the times have changed. I will look into this and I will tell you 
within 24 hours why we have to join the A. F. of L. now. 

I went up to the IWW headquarters. I said, “What happened 
over in Moscow? Did they change the line over there?” 

He said, “Sure.” 

And he produced a copy of the Industrial Worker, which is the 
official organ of the IWW. There were great big headlines, “Comin- 
tern scraps revolutionary unions. Comrades in the United States get 
new orders to sneak back into the A. F. of L. and bore from within 
again.” 

You understand, of course, that the relationship between the TWW 
and the Communist Party had been rather distant since the earl 
twenties, when the Communist Party first tried to infiltrate the Iww 





Ss i aces ai <i bt WC yy Daina hs pi IEA CE as IP 








Cah aac de eS 


SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 21 


and, to use its language in those days, to capture its “internal appa- 
ratus” and to blow it up, to clear the way for real revolutionary 
workers’ movement in this country. 

So the LWW, who were the thoroughgoing radicals and revolution- 
aries, had small use for the Communists, 

I bought the paper, folded it into my pocket, and went over to the 
Socialists, without mentioning that I ‘had been to the IWW, and | 
asked them whether the trade-union line of the Communist Party 
had changed. 

They said, “Oh, yes; haven’t you read about it months ago, the 
Comintern ?” 

And the ‘Vy gave me the procee dings, and I read them. 

[ am not sure whether I went to one other radical group just to 
make sure that I got my facts from the various ones straight, because 
I never depended on one, but I went back to Mr. Hoyt Haddock and 
I folded the paper in myepocket. I said to him, “So you think that 
Mr. Bliss is really sincere and honest and converted to the belief that 
we should join the A. F. of L.? 

He said, “Yes, Karl, I really think he is.” 

L opened up the IWW paper and I said, “Well, here is what has 
changed his mind.” 

I said, “The boys have had a meeting over in Moscow.” I said, 
“T understand the Marine Workers Industrial Union has folded up 
and all the revolutionary trade unions are folding up all over the 
United States.” 

Hoyt’s face blanched visibly. He seemed quite annoyed and asked 
me where I got my paper from. I told him I had gotten it from the 
IWW hall, that I myself was not an IWW, had no use for them, but 
that they were a valuable source of information on a bunch of rats 
like the Communists because you had to go to somebody that was 
close to them to get information of that type; } you couldn’t get it from 
the New York Times or the conservative capitalist press. 

In order to keep Mr. Hoyt Haddock thinking straight, as I recall, 
I subscribed to the Industrial Worker for a whole year out of my 
own pocket and had it mailed to the house. I told him to his face 
as an antidote to the poison he had been lapping up in the Daily 
Worker every day. 

All the other Communists in the ARA similarly had switched over- 
night from rabid opposition to the A. F. of L. to most eager and 
fervent plans to somehow wangle an A. F. of L. charter, which was 
a pretty darned hard trick in those days, because the Commercial 
Telegraphers Union held the jurisdictional charter for our field. 

I would prefer not to go into that because that can be documented 
from letters and material right here in Washington in the possession 
of the officers. of the Commercial Telegraphers Union on Georgia 
Avenue. 

They were engaged for a long period of time, and I was not an 
officer of the union and so I am not cognizant of that, but they were 
engaged for a long period of time in negotiations with the ARA to 
have them merge into the Commercial Telegraphers Union as a 
divison. 

Mr. Roy Pyle, a very important figure in this business, now on the 
west. coast. got up in a union meeting of about 36 members of the 
ARTA in New York and openly boasted that he was going to go into 
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the Commercial Telegraphers Union with the ARTA as a disciplined 
unit, and although we numbered only 1,500 or 2,400, a small group 
of operators, and ithe CTU probably had ten or fifteen thousand mem- 
bers, by reason of the purity of our cause, our militancy and our unity, 
we would capture control of the Commercial Telegraphers Union in 
avery short space of time and kick out all the phonies. 

Then he got quite rapturous and he envisioned a tremendous em- 

pire of several hundred thousand communication workers all tied 
into one union, the big dream of the IWW;; everything from letter 
carriers to seamen, anybody connected with communications, tele- 
phone operators, linemen, ship-going operators, broadcasting engi- 
em point-to-point oper: ators, cable operators, ’telegraphers, 1 radio 
telegraphers, railroad telegraphers, teletype punchers, anybody in 
communications, in one big union. 

While he didn’t say so, I presume he envisioned it all under Com- 
munist Party control. ° 

i, e derisively referred to that years later as “the dream that failed,” 

“The Red dream that failed.” 

"Tt wasn’t so farfetched or overdrawn because, when the CLO was 
set up in 1957, my recollection is that Mr. John L. Lewis gave us 
$75,000 organizing money, which was probably almost 10 times the 
amount that the ARTA had taken in any year before, and a number 
of unemployed Communist radio operators were immediately put 
to work as organizers. Now, to conclude this—and the part that I 

can contribute to it directly was the famous Frank W. Robinson 
trial in New York—there was a general strike of all seamen, which, of 
course, included radio operators, called in the fall of 1936 and lasted 
until the spring of 1937. 

It was the largest strike that the ARTA had ever been engaged in 
and has since ever been engaged in. 

As ships arrived in New York, operators had their bags all packed 
and ready to walk ashore, to the complete bafllement of the skipper, 
who knew nothing about the strike in New York because the control 
of the communications was in the hands of the radio operator and the 
fact that he had received instructions from his union to pack his bag 
and walk as soon as he hit the dock was not communicated to the ship 
Inaster. 

The fact that seamen were packed up and ready to walk ashore a 
thousand miles out at sea was also extremely baflling to the ship’s 
officers. 

They should have known, of course, that the direction and the 
information had been received by wireless. 

Now, I can’t testify first-hand and personally on the strike; it 
started about November, at the time that we headed south for the 
winter, and it was over by the time I came back. But it lasted most 
of the winter. 

However, there is extensive documentation available on it. 

The only significant thing, from the Communist standpoint, that 
I take it the committee is interested in is that as the operators piled 
ashore, with nothing to do except to man the picket lines, they nat- 
urally congregated in their hall. Many of them hadn’t been in the 
union, to which they paid dues, for several years, and now they made 
themselves familiar with the union, its officers, its property. 
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And in rummaging around they opened a closet—-so I was told, and 
the witnesses to that can be produced—where they found bundles of 
Soviet literature, the nature of which I don’t know, direct from 
Moscow, with the shipping tags of the Government printing office 
in Moscow and addressed to Mr. Frank W. Robinson, ARTA, 810 
bridge Street, which Mr. Robinson apparently had been too busy 
mr too occupie “1 to bother to open. 

‘There also was missing from the union’s treasury a sum of several 
hi undred doll: urs, vhie h evel by simple bookke« ping pr Cesses the 
racio operators eden had been advanced to Mr. saa Curran to 
set up Rank and File halls, which subsequently became the National 
Maritime Union. 

There are also records—at least I have seen the photostats of them— 
of cance led checks or Sig) ied statements by the AKT A underw iting or 
cuaranteeing the payment of the bills: for electricity and telephones for 
Mr. Curran’s Rank and File Seamen, who had no funds or no credit 
of their own. 

It cannot be successfully denied historically that the National 
Maritime { inion and all that it later came to represent owed its origin, 
first. financial assistance, guaranty, and underwriting of its initial 
bills to the ARTA. 

Mr. Robinson was brought up on trial on, I think, 16 or 17 counts 
of misfeasance, malfeasance, illegal disbursement of union funds, 
ibsence from the Union office on nonunion bu iness—to wit, Commu- 
nist Party activitv—and various other charges. 

I didn’t draw the charges up. The prosecutor was a very able young 
tanker on rator by the name of Louis Kleinklaus. He is presently 
studio chief of the New York Times Station WQXR, and T suggest 


that you contact him for the story of the trial because, as I say, I 
wasn’t there. 

The Importance of the trial was simply this: It boiled down to a 
few sentences: That here we had an issue for the first time with which 
vou could test every member in the wnion. 


1 
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Mr. Robinson was being tried har gery on groun ls of Communis 


ctivities or activities in behalf of the Communist Party, to the detri- 
ment of his own organization. This put every union member who 
formed a part of the trial board, the entire membership sitting i 

don rent on him, into the positi on of ee a Serer to u phold 
the prosecuting attorney of the union, ’Kleinl klaus, in his indict- 
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ment of Mr. Robinson, the ees or to support the minority 
report of Mr. Hoyt Haddock. the president, who constituted himself a 
mmMorityv oT one, 

And Mr. Mer vyn Rathborne, who had just appeared on the scen 
from San Franeisco to ts ak e over Hovt Haddock’s job. Mr. Haddock 
was leaving to go with the Standard Oil Co. in California as labor- 
relations adviser to Mr. Robert L. Hague, since deceased. 

[ can’t go into the trial because it is purely hearsay. It lasted a 
week or 10 davs. It was bitter, led to much floor fighting, including 
some fist fights, and ended in Mr. Robinson being found euilty and 
thrown out of otliee. } ut not out of the Wt 10N. 

Mr. oe I understand, fell under a locomotive on a dark. 
rainy nieht » Venezue la a couple of years a 
vith us. 
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So that you can say by May of 1937 certainly no member of the 
ARTA, at least those who had been ashore during the trial and all 
that. could have any doubts as to the Communist control, which was 
open and naked and manifest throughout the proceedings of the 
Frank W. Robinson trial. 

In 1933 very few of them realized it. In 1934 a few were suspicious. 
: In 1935 it oe in issue, but it was still possible for a few operators 

who never came to New York, or did not hear the arguments 
received no mail, to be ignorant. 

But certainly after the general strike and after the trial of Robin- 
son, after all evidence that was adduced there, there was no doubt 
in the mind of anybody. 

That takes me out of the picture, because then in the spring of 1937, 
as a result of this Robinson trial and the open and undisputed Com- 
munist Party control of the union, some 65 ARTA members withdrew 
ina body, appealed to the A. F. of L. for a charter and assistance, and 
set up what is presently the Marine Division of the Commercial 
Telegraphers Union, generally known as the Radio Officers Union, 
A. F. of L. 

Mr. Arens. What happened to the ARTA then? 

Mr. Baarsiac. You will have to go back first and retrace the history 
of the United Telegraphers of America, which is very important, a 
revolutionary paper union, and the Telegraph Messengers Union. 

Parenthetically, I might recall that in 1933 or 1! 34, at one of their 
conventions, Mr. V olney_ Mathison moved, seconded by Mr. Tabakman, 
that the United Telegraphers Association, the UT A, and Telegraph 
Messengers Union, TMU, be given mandates by the ARTA—a most 
weer procedure—be given mandates by the ARTA to act in our 
behalf in cities where we had no membership: which is a surrender of 
jurisdiction and an extremely dangerous thing for a union to do or 
have done by another union, with which you have no contractual 
obligations, financial or otherwise. 

Those two revolutionary paper unions, their history being quite 
clear and known, that was another link in the chain of evidence of 
party interest. 

Out of the United Telegraphers of America, the Telegraph Messen- 
gers Union, which were almost exc lusively confined to New York— 
I would doubt that they had 10 members outside of New York City— 
they organized two locals in the Postal Telegraph Co. in 1936, and 
if I recall correctly, they were local No. 36-A and local No. 36-B, 
and in them was the usual concentration of suspected Communist 
Party members and sympathizers. 

Mr. Frank Powers, who can be reached at the Georgia Avenue 
address of the Commercial Telegraphers Union, got a letter. from 
these two locals suggesting that they be permitted to hire Mr. Willard 
Bliss as an organizer from our union. Mr. Bliss then having com- 
promised himself at the Robinson trial, to being thoroughly known 
for what we was, it was time he looked for a job: somewhere else. 

Mr. Powers was warned, as I understand, of the danger of accepting 
him into his union. 

I am sorry to say Mr. Powers accepted the proposition because it 
was represented to him that the two locals would pay Mr. Bliss’ salary 
Ig the international would not pay a nickel of Mr. Bliss’ salary. 

), he was getting something for nothing. 
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So, he accepted it for nothing. He was warned then that he was 
making a very bad mistake, and he lived long enough to regret it later 
on. 

Mr. Bliss went in and organized these two postal locals and started 
to reach out into purely land-line communications in New York City, 
divorcing himself entirely from the ARTA. 

We were still an independent union, later to be merged into the 
ACA, which is an aaakite different story. He was moving now into 
another field, local land-line communications. 

1 can’t help you with that because it is out of my field, but the 
people who are in it are all alive and well and around, and we can 
document it and tell the story. 

Mr. Arens. We have a number of other witnesses who will be 
testifying. 

Mr. Baarsziac. Those locals later pulled out to form the ACA in 
the CLO and start a nucleus, but I can’t testify first-hand on it. 

Mr. Arens. Where is Mr. Willard Bliss now ¢ 

Mr. Baarsiac. Mr. Bliss, the last I heard of him, was an interna- 
tional vice president or some high-ranking official with the United 
Electrical Radio and Machine Workers Union in Erie, Pa., and then, 
that, of course, is the union that was thrown out of the CIO for being 
Commie-controlled and infested. 

Mr. Arens. Where is Hoyt Haddock ¢ 

Mr. Baarstac. Hoyt Haddock is around here in Washington. I 
saw him on the streets here not long ago. He is legislative represent- 
ative for Joe Curran. I say he is legislative oe ative for Joe 
Curran. I suppose he is carried on the payroll of the National Mari- 
time Union. He has been attacked by the Communist press by his 
own former union, the ACA. Whether he has turned against them, 
or whether they threw him out, I can’t say, but, at least, he is persona 
non grata to Harry Bridges. Of that I am quite convinced. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel there is anything else that is pertinent to 
express yourself on with with reference to this subject matter? 

Mr. Baarstac. No. 

I would merely get into the record as a general background an un- 
derstanding of the importance of communications and ti ansport ma 
prerevolutionary situation, a careful study of the general strike in 
Russia of 1905, at Odessa, the dave tives laid down by Lenin in Petro- 
er ad before the seizure of power by the Bols sheviks on November 7, 
i917; for the seizure of the central telegraph office, for the necessity 
of control of those communication centers, the critical hours during 
the revolution when the revolutionary general staff, sitting in the 
Smoly Institute, could not pass its orders throughout Petrograd be- 
cause the girls in the telegraph offices refused to plug the calls in, and 
so they had to send sailors with a little telephone knowledge to these 
telegraph offices to attempt to manipulate the extremely complex tele- 
phone switchboards; also the fact that the Bolsheviks had a very 
bad time of it in the spring of 1918 when the railroad brotherhoods 
ot Russia, the “Vikhzel,” an amalgamation of the railroad brother- 
hoods in Russia, declared a number of general strikes and refused 
to transport Bolshevik troops, and they realized then or very quickly 
learned the utmost importance of assuring their transport and 
communications. 
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In this country, they indicated no interest, to my recollection—I 
have talked with a number of former party members and experts on 
this thing—in tr ansport or communications until about 1927, when 
a man by the name of Haynes arrived from Australia by way of 
Moscow. 

Haynes was killed in the Spanish war. 

George Mink, a man then a Communist. but later an IWW, and a man 
by the name of Powers, and a number of others, started to form the 
first little seamen’s club in New York and the line was laid down then 
that instead of going into cafeterias and into needle trades, they ought 
to start aiming at the basie industries; that this tremendous capi- 
talist, burgeoise giant was extremely seeeinenad in its sensitive nerve 
system, transport and communication systems, and organizing talent. 

And there are plenty of directives available in their own records 
on those years of the necessity of going into those basic industries, in 
which transport and commun nications alway s played a large part, 

Mr, Arens. We appreciate very much, indeed, your testimony to- 
day, Mr. Bearsiag. Thank you very much. You will be excused 
from your subpena. 

(Thereupon, at 3:45 p. m., the hearing recessed, to reconvene sub- 


ject Lo ¢ ral of the Chair. ) 
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SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN THE TELEGRAPH 
INDUSTRY 


TUESDAY, MAY 15, 1951 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
SuBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Security Laws, oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 


The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 424, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. William E. Jenner presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. 

Present also: Richard Arens, director of the subcommittee; Frank 
W. Schroeder, professional staff member; Donald D. Connors, Jr., 
investigator, and Mitchel M. Carter, investigator. 

Senator JENNER. The committee will come to order. 

I will ask that Mrs. Yewell, Mr. Fred Howe, and Mr. William Stein- 
berg stand and be sworn to testify in this committee hearing. 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testimony given 
in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Yewe .. I do. 

Mr. Howe. I do. 

Mr. Srernpera. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. HELEN YEWELL, WESTERN UNION EMPLOYEE, 
DREWVILLE ROAD, BREWSTER, N. Y. 


Mr. Arens. Would you kindly state your full name? 

Mrs. Yeweiu. My name is Helen Mary Yewell. 

Mr. Arens. And where do you live? 

Mrs. Yewew. I live on Drewville Road, Brewster, N. Y. 

Mr. Arens. And you are married? 

Mrs. Yewe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you born? 

Mrs. Yewett. In St. Louis. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you educated ? 

Mrs. Yeweu. I was educated in St. Edwards Parochial School in 
St. Louis, and went 2 years to Soldan High School in St. Louis. 

Mr. Arens. And what occupation or employment did you engage 
in after you completed your education ¢ 

Mrs. Yewety. I worked for a few weeks as a typist during a vaca- 
tion period at Butler Bros., in St. Louis, and then I went to “Western 
Union and there I was ever since. 
97 
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Mr. Arens. When did you first become associated with Western 
Union ? 

Mrs. Yewetui. About 1920, I think. I don’t know if it was 1920 or 
1921. 

Mr. Arens. And where was that? 

Mrs. Yewewu. In St. Louis. 

Mr. Arens. And in what capacity were you employed? 

Mrs. Yewewu. I worked half a day as a route aide, and the other 
half day I went to the telegraph school. 

Mr. Arens. What is a route aide? 

Mrs. Yewev. A route aide is a sort of office messenger. They take 
the messages to the operators. 

Mr. ARENs. Would you kindly give us a brief résumé of the various 
positions which you have held with the Western Union since the time 
of your first employment, and also tell us, if you please, the places 
of your employment with the Western Union. 

Mrs. Yewe.u. The only places that I worked for Western Union 
were in St. Louis and New York, and officially my title has always 
been automatic operator. I have worked unofficially as a supervisor, 
but I had no such title. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time were you in St. Louis and 
then when did you go to New York, if you please ? 

Mrs. Yeweu. I was in St. Louis from 1920 or 1921 until 1926 or 
1927. 

Mr. Arens. And then I take it you were transferred or did at 
least go to New York City where you were employed by Western 
Union in the same capacity; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Yeweiu. I came to New York and I stayed 1 year. Then I 
resigned and I went back to St. Louis. Then I came back to New 
York as there was not any employment in St. Louis at that time. 

Mr. Arens. Then how long were you in New York after you finally 
got back there? 

Mrs. Yewe.u. From 1927 until the present day. 

Mr. Arens. And you are presently employed ? 

Mrs. YEweLL. As an automatic operator. 

Mr. Arens. In New York City? 

Mrs. Yewe.u. Yes; in New York City. 

Mr. Arens. What is the American Communications Association ? 

Mrs. Yewetu. When I joined the American Communications Asso- 
ciation, it was a union for communications workers. It was affiliated 
with the CIO. 

Mr. Arens. And when was that that you joined, if you please? 

Mrs. Yewet. It probably was in 1941 that I joined the union. 

Mr. Arens. And how long were you a member of the ACA ? 

Mrs. Yewett. Until June of last year. I beg your pardon. That 
is, officially. 

Mr. Arens. Would you please make a distinction. I don’t quite 
gather 

Mrs. Yeweui. That is when the check-off was up. You may say 
until June. That was the last dues they took from me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Yeweww. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. Arens. When did you join the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Yewetu. Sometime in 1942. ; 
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Mr. Arens. And who is it that recruited you into the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mrs. Yewe.u, Bill Burke. 

Mr. Arens. Who was Bill Burke, if you please? 

Mrs. Yewet. Bill Burke was an international representative of 
ACA nesigned to local 40. 

Mr. Arens. And was he a Communist? 

Mrs. Yeweu. I presume that he was. He recruited me. 

Mr. Arens. He recruited you into the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Yeweu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And how long were you a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mrs. Yewexw. I was in it in 1942, and then I drifted away from it 
and I can’t remember actually how long I stayed in it. I went to meet- 
ings, and then I didn’t attend them. I drifted away from them, and I 
don’ t remember when I drifted away from them. 

Mr. Arens. Could you tell us the circumstances surrounding your 
entry into the C ommunist Party in 1942? 

Mrs. Yeweit. When we came back from the convention in Atlanta, 
it must have been early in 1942, Bill Burke called me in the office and 
he said, “I think you know what this is all about” and he showed me a 
card and he wrote my name, “Helen Hartnett” on that card. 

Mr. Arens. That is not your name; is it? 

Mrs. Yeweti. That was my maiden name, although at the time that 
Bill Burke had spoken to me I had already changed my name to 
Yewell. He signed the card Helen Hartnett, and he said, “Take this 
card to this address, and when you get there you will see people that 
you know.” I went there. 

Mr. Arens. Did you pay him any money? 

Mrs. Yewett. I gave him 50 cents. 

Mr. Arens. Now, proceed, if you please. 

Mrs. YEWELL. He handed me that card and he said, “Take this card 
to a certain address.” I think it was 130 Jerome Street. 

Mr. Arens. In New York? 

Mrs. Yeweuu. No, in Brooklyn. When I got there, I would see peo- 
ple that I would know. When I got there, that was Kehoe’s home. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Kehoe, and would you give us his full name, if 
you know it, please? 

Mrs. Yeweu. Joseph F. Kehoe. At that time, Joseph Kehoe was 
the director of organization of ACA. He didn’t hold the position that 
he now holds, This meeting was in progress when I go there. Kehoe 
was conducting the meeting. He broke the meeting when I came in and 
said, “This is a cell of the party.” 

Mr. Arens. Of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Yewext. Yes. He said that there is a cell like this in ev ery 
industry. Then he proceeded to read from a book by Earl Browder. 
2 was called Victory and After, International Publishers, 1942. He 

sad the book, and then they were discussing things in the book. 
W hat makes me so frightened is at that time the part of the book that 
he was stressing was the Chinese Eighth Route Army, and they were 
talking about that and dw elling on that part of the book. So I mean 
that is what frightens me now, because I see what is happening in 


China. 
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Mr. Arens. Who else was at the meeting besides Mr. Kehoe and 
yourself ? 

Mrs. Yewe.u. At that meeting were people that are not still in the 
industry. If you want the names of everybody that I can remember 
that was at the meeting 

Mr. Arens. Name as many of the names as come to your recollection 
at this time, if you please. 

Mrs. Yewrti. At that meeting there was a man by the name of 
Frumkin, Lala Kehoe, Frank Lagos, Lillian Lagos, Connie Padovani. 
The two Fishgold sisters were at that meeting. Tam sorr y, but I have 
to be very c: ireful about these names as to exactly what meeting I saw 
them at. 

Mr. Arens. Are those all the names that come to you at the moment 
of those persons who were at the first meeting you attended ? 

Mrs. Yewett. I think so. Then I attended another meeting there, 
but I can’t be specific about the meetings. 

Mr. Arens. May I ask you this: You attended in the course of your 
membership in the Communist Party a number of cell meetings; is 
that correct ? 

Mrs. Yewe ty. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, could you just tell us who was present at any of the 
meetings that you attended—that is, the cell meetings—in the course 
of your period of membership in the Communist Party ¢ ¢ 

Mrs. Yewetu. After about the first three meetings that we had— 
those meetings were held in Kehoe’s home—then Kehoe didn’t attend 
the meetings any more, and we moved to Ruth Blatt’s house. It was 
some place in Greenwich Village, but I don’t know where because 
somebody took me there, and at that meeting was Townsend and 
Frank Gumbling and Ruth Blatt and the F ishgolds again and the 
Lagoses and Rudy Ortner. 

Mr. Arens. You see what we would like to do, Mrs. Yewell, is to 
have you give us the names for the record of all the persons that were 
at any of the cell meetings with you. 

Mrs. Yeweiu. There were some people who were in the meetings 
in addition to the names that I have given you. Others are Louis 
Siebenberg, Al Doumar, Frank Gumbling, Testa and Troutman, Har- 
old Goldberg, Johnny Campbell. 

Mr. Arens. By the way, all of of these people that you are talking 
about were members of the American Communications Association ¢ 

Mrs. Yewetu. They were all members of the American Communica- 
tions Association. Some of them were members of other interna- 
tional unions affiliated with ACA. 

I also attended meetings where Charles Silberman took over the 
group, assisted by Geraldine Shangold. 

Mr. Arens. When you say meetings, you mean Communist cell 
meetings; do you not ? 

Mrs. Yeweu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mrs. Yewell, did you, in the course of membership 
in the American Communications Association, hold any official po- 
sition ? 

Mrs. Yewe.w. I represented the traffic department on the executive 
board from the beginning of the union until my resignation. I was 


also a paid organizer for the last 2 years of my service with the union. 
Mr. Arens. Who paid you? 
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Mrs. YEweiu. The American Communications Association, Local 
40. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mrs. Yewell, I hand you a leafllet pertaining to 
an election in the American Communics tions Association and ask you 
if you can identify that leaflet ? 

Mrs. Yeweuu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. What is that leaflet ? 

Mrs. Yewruu. This is campaign literature from local 40. It is a 
slate of candidates who ran for office. 

Mr. Arens. You were in local 40 of the American Communications 
Association ¢ 

Mrs. Yewein. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Let that be marked exhibit 1 of Mrs. Yewell. 

(The document referred to was marked “Yewell Exhibit 1” and 
filed with the record. ) 

Mr. Arens. I ask you, Mrs. Yewell, if you look there on the cam- 
paign leaflet, and identify by name and by office for which the person 
was running individuals with whom you have been in a Communist 
cell meeting ? 

Mrs. Yewe.i. Joseph Kehoe, Louis Siebenberg. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly, after Mr. Kehoe’s name, and the 

individual’s name, identify the office. 

Mrs. Yewetx. Kehoe, international secretary-treasurer of ACA. 
Louis Siebenberg, an international executive board member and 
vice chairman of local 40, ACA. 

Alfred Doumar, secretary-treasurer of local 40, ACA. 

Mollie ‘Townsend, recording and corresponding secretary of ACA. 

Helen Yewell, local executive board. 

These are candidates. Some of them were not elected. 

Mr. Arens. I understand. Those are persons who were candidates. 

Mrs. Yewrii. Connie Padovani, Ruth Ballinger, who was also 
known as Ruth Blatt. This is a partial list of the sponsors of these 
candidates, and these sponsors were also Communist Party members. 

Mr. Arens. Those are names you are now going to identify, is that 
right ¢ 

Mrs. Yewewi. That is right. Johnny Campbell, Frank Lagos, 
Harold Greenberg, Rudy Ortner, Connie Padovani. 

Mr. Arens. Ruth Ballinger, whose name appears on this leaflet as 
a candidate for the local executive board, and Ruth Blatt, in whose 
home you attended a Communist cell meeting, are one and the same 
person, are they not ? 

Mrs. Yeweuu. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other names? 

Mrs. Yeweini. Edith Albert. 

Mr. Arens. Now, this leaflet, which is now exhibit 1, pertains to an 
election of officers of the American Communications Association in 
1947, did it not ¢ 

Mrs. Yeweiu. I can’t remember these dates. There is something 
that has me very confused on these dates. 

Mr. Arens. It was an election in 1947 or 1948 ? 

Mrs. Yewe.t. Perhaps you can help me. I am now 1 year out of 
that union. That year that I resigned was an election year and those 
elections are every 2 years. So that is 2 years before the date when I 
resigned. 
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Mr. Arens. This leaflet, exhibit 1, is the leaflet for the election 2 
years before you resigned and you resigned a year ago? 

Mrs. Yewewu. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. So this leaflet then is about 3 years old, is it not? 

Mrs. YEWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Now, who on this leaflet was elected to office, of the 
persons whom you have identified as being Communists, that is? 

Mrs. Yeweit. Joseph Kehoe, Louis Siebenberg, Alfred Doumar, 
ok Townsend, Helen Yewell, Connie Padovani. That is all right 

ere. 

Mr. Arens. How about on the executive board ? 

Mrs. YEweLL. I mentioned the executive board. 

Mr. Arens. Now, are these persons whom you have just identified 
as having been elected officers in the American Communications 
Association presently the officers of the American Commuications 
Association ? 

Mrs. Yewet.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. ‘Now, when did you terminate your affiliation with the 
American Communications Association ¢ 

Mrs. Yeweiu. In March last year. 

Mr. Arens. March of 1950. 

Mrs. YEwELL. A year ago in March. I submitted my resignation. 

Mr. Arens. What precipitated your break with the American Com- 
munications Association ? 

Mrs. Yewety, From the time that the question of the Communist 
affidavit came up, my conscience was bothering me. It seeemed from 
my conception of these people, that they were trade-unionist first, 
which was my idea, and that the union came first and the people they 
represented came first—and when this affidavit question came up, they 
didn’t want to sign the affidavit. 

Mr. Arens. You mean under the Taft-Hartley law. 

Mrs. Yeweuu. That is right. They didn’t want to sign it. The 
people pressured me to have them sign the affidavit because we would 
lose our union and Western Union is a very bad place to work without 
a union. So I pressured those officers to sign that affidavit and to give 
the people their security and to assure them that they would have a 
union. 

Mr. Arens. You pressured the officers of the American Communica- 
tions Association ? 

Mrs. Yewett. I pressured particularly Siebenberg and Doumar. 

Mr. Arens. Both of whom were Communists, is that right? 

Mrs. YEWELL. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And did they sign the non-Communist affidavits? 

Mrs. Yewetu. They kept saying they would not sign it, they would 
not sign it. I came in exhausted every day and told them you are 
going to lose this union if you don’t sign it. So finally they got very 
angry with me and they said—Siebenberg said it—but Doumar and 
Siebenberg always had me in this room there discussing this. Sieben- 
berg said: “We will resign our union positions before we will sign 
that. affidavit.” So I saw that I was helpless and that the people were 
helpless over there. 

Mr. Arens. By the people, you mean the rank and file union mem- 


bers ? 
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Mrs. Yewe.t. The union members were at their mercy. In all 
appearances the A. F. of L. would raid us, and that wouldn’t be good 
for us. We knew that we had a union and we should keep it. So I 
kept going along and arguing with them about it, and then came the 
time—I think the next thing that came, I don’t remember which came 
first, the Wallace issue or the affidavit issue—they called the staff into 
a room and they said they wanted to discuss Wallace. 

Mr. Arens. Who is “they”? 

Mrs. Yewe.u. The local officers and the organizers. There were 
three organizers. 

Mr. Arens. Who were the local officers, now, that called you in on 
the Wallace issue ? 

Mrs. Yewe.u. Panza called the meeting. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Dominick Panza, the vice president ? 

Mrs. Yewew.. Yes. He called this group together which included 
the local officers and the organizers for local 40. They wanted to set 
up a communications division for the support of Wallace, and they 
asked us to declare ourselves as to what we were going to do about it. 
They all agreed to go along, with the exception of me, and I said I 
think that Wallace might make a good president and maybe I will vote 
for him, I don’t know, but I will not commit myself to campaign for 
him until I know more about this. Then I would go back out to the 
rank and file, and I would read some more and I would think this out, 
that is, what really could happen? They would really destroy the 
progressiveness of the labor movement itself. They could not get 
Wallace elected, and I don’t know what your people’s policies are, but 
traditionally I had always been a Democrat, and I always thought 
they were on the people’s side, the workingman’s side. So I could not 
see anything but the people suffering terribly under the Republican 
administration, as I knew it, and I didn’t want to go through all those 
things again. So I came back and told them that I can’t go for 
Wallace in any shape or form. The people inside the shop com- 
plained. ‘They put up, I don’t know what kind of a bulletin, but it 
disturbed the people in the shop, and I went back and I told them 
that they would have to take ties bulletins down and stop saying 
they are for Wallace, because the people don’t want it, and I am not 
going to shove it down their throats. So they put up a bulletin 
saying that the members may vote for whomever they choose, but 
they did form a Wallace committee, and they went to work for Wal- 
lace, supposedly on their own, and I was to tell anybody that the 
officers have a right to vote for whomever they choose and to cam- 
paign for whomever they choose, and the members likewise. So that 
pot just kept boiling and boiling. I didn’t go along with them and 
I let them know that I didn’t go along with them. 

Then the affidavit issue, whichever first I don’t know. 

Then the convention came. 

Mr. Arens. Which convention was that? 

Mrs. Yewetu. The international ACA convention. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when was that ? 

Mrs. YewerL. It was held in the Governor Clinton Hotel. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know what city ? 

Mrs. Yewetu. In New York City. 

Mr. Arens. When was that ? 
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Mrs. Yeweww. I think 1948. So the affidavit question came up there, 
and I know the people, what they wanted. They wanted that affidavit 
signed. I was willing to go to jail if I had done anything wrong, to do 
anything but to renounce these Communists and save these W estern 
Unions workers. So when the affidavit question came up, they dis- 
cussed the question quite a while. They asked the people to speak on 
it and I spoke on it. Then Selly called for a break in the convention 
meeting. He said some of the locals wished to go outside and caucus 
before they took a vote. So these locals at the convention hall, and our 
local remained. So Siebenberg said, “We will caucus among our- 
selves.” I said, “No, we won’t caucus among ourselves. We will sit 
through this and we will hear all of the discussion, and then we will 
take a vote.” 

Mr. Arens. At that time you were an executive board member of 
your local ? 

Mrs. Yewevt. And I was always a paid organizer of the union. So 
I overruled them somehow, I don’t know how I got away with it, but 
they didn’t caucus the local. Then Siebenberg said, “What are you 
going to do, sign the affidavit?” I said, “Yes, 1am.” He said, “Well, 
go ahead and sign it.” They made it very nasty for me, but when 
the vote came, I stood up and I voted against it. 

Mr. Arens. What is it you voted against? 

Mrs. Yewetx. I mean I voted against their resolution. I voted to 
sign the affidavit. How did they call it? They called it to conform 
or not to conform. 

Mr. Arens. You voted to conform with the law ? 

Mrs. Yewe.u. I voted to conform with the law. Then there was 
a lot of pressure. So finally this pressure kept going on, and I knew 
that they were a minority, and that they were doing all of the things 
that they said were wrong. For instance, they said: “Let us dis- 
agree among ourselves but ‘let the majority rule. Let us fight it out, 
but let the majority rule.” But Selly found himself in the minority 
in the CIO, and he didn’t go along with the CIO. The union kept 
growing closer and closer, and the membership had less to say, and 
I was carrying a terrible burden. Then the elections were over, and 
Selly said: “I am glad there is no opposition here. Let us sit down 
and talk about the negotiation.” He said that Kehoe was having a 
difficult time with the negotiations. This was another meeting that 
Selly called together. He wanted permission for Kehoe to go into 
negotiations alone. That was something that was very unusual. 
They discussed it and I asked for a vote, and I told them that I had 
taken enough of this, that I will certainly not go along with Kehoe 
going into negotiations alone, that this group of people has not the 
right to make this decision. If they want such a thing, they should 
take it to the local executive board. They wouldn’t take it to the local 
executive board. So I told them what they did was on their own, 
but I would not have anything to do with that move, and I walked 
out of the meeting. 

Mr. Arens. Now, did you quit the Communist Party before or after 
you quit the ACA ? 

Mrs. Yewetu. I quit the Communist Party first. 

Mr. Arens. What precipitated your disassociation from the Com- 
munist Party? 
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Mrs. YeweLu. To be very frank with you, I saw nothing wrong in 
the Communist Party until the ACA started to act this way after “the 
affidavit. It was long after I was out of there, completely away from 
there, that all the things that are developing now, are refreshing my 
memory and leading up to what is here now. 

When I drifted away from them the first time—— 

Mr. Arens. Drifted away from whom ! 

Mrs. Yewetit. The Communist Party. They had a disagreement 
among themselves, and they were trying to get Josephine Timms out 
of there. She was the international sec retary- treasurer. Kehoe was 
running against her. While I knew Kehoe better, and I campaigned 
for Kehoe, in that election against Josephine Timms, I did it on the 
basis that he was a better man to hold the job than she was. But they 
carried on a very nasty campaign. There was a lot of mud-slinging. 
So I became disgusted with them and I just stayed away from there. 

Mr. Arens. You testified about attending Communist Party cell 
meetings in the home of Charles Silberman. 

Mrs. Yewe un. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Wasn’t he editor of the ACA News, the union paper? 

Mrs. Yewetu, Charles Silberman was editor of the ACA News, and 
Charles Silberman was the first person who spoke to me about Com- 
munists. He did not ask me to join the first time, but he is the first 
person who spoke to me, and he identified himself as the Communist 
Party representative in ACA. 

Mr. Arens. Now, how many members does ACA have? 

Mrs. Yewrii. At the time I left they had 4,500 members. 

Mr. Arens. That was in 1949? 

Mrs. Yewetx. About. 

Mr. Arens. Have you, in the course of your employment during 
the period of time you were in ACA and in the Communist Party, had 
occasion to see restricted messages ? 

Mrs. Yewetn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Could you tell us about them ? 

Mrs. Yewetu. The last restricted message that I saw was about a 
movement of rubber. The first word of the message, which was a 
Government message, was “restricted.” ‘To myself, I didn’t think that 
message had any right even on Western Union’s wires. It gave the 
number of the cars, the destin: ation, and the name of the railroad. It 
was a long tabulated message about this rubber and its movement. 

Mr. Arens. Have you also, Mrs. Yewell, while you were a member 
of the Communist Party and a member of the American Communica- 
tions Asociation in the course of your work with the Western Union, 
seen messages on production / 

Mrs. Yewetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Were they restricted, too? 

Mrs. Yewetu. They did not have the word “restricted.” 

Mr. Arens. What did they have on them? 

Mrs. Yewrru. Different defense companies saying reasons why they 
couldn't fill orders. We have all the messages coming through with 
an assigned number, DO number. 

Mr. Anrens. Code number, you mean ¢ 

Mrs. Yrwety. No, defense number. All their business is handled 
over the Western Union wires. 
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Mr. Arens. Now, the American Communications Association to 
this day has certain contracts with Western Union, does it not? 

Mrs. Yewe.u. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. It also has certain contracts with RCA Radio, does it 
not ¢ 

Mrs. YewELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. It also has certain contracts with Western Union Cable, 
does it not? 

Mrs. Yewein. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. In other words, is this a true picture, that this union, 
of which you were a member, certain officers of which you have iden- 
tified as Communist, now have operating agreements with companies 
handling overseas cables; is that correct! 

Mrs. Yewreiu. That is right. And to me these negotiations and 
contracts are becoming very dangerous because nobody is permitted 
inside of those negotiations with the exception of those top officers 
and the company. 

Mr. Arens. The top officers, who are Communists ? 

Mrs. Yeweitu. That is right. And the company itself, to me, is 
equally to blame, because every time that we ask for a union shop in 
negotiations, when we were affiliated with the CIO, the company 
would say that was un-American, they don’t believe in forcing people 
to belong to unions, and they would not listen to it. But when we 
had these first secret negotiations when I left, I had a suspicion that 
was going to happen, and I find that the company gave them this 
union, which up until now had been un-American in the eyes of 
Western Union. This thing is so closed now between RCA’s nego- 
tiations and ACA’s negotiations with Western Union; when I came 
out of there, I don’t know what these people are going to do next, 
and I certainly don’t want to be responsible for their deeds. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the American Communications 
Association when the CIO expelled the association from CIO? 

Mrs. Yewritn. No; I was not a member. That had a part to do 
with my resignation. That was partly responsible for my resigna- 
tion because it wasn’t only that I was afraid that the Communists 
were going to seize control of this union and the company, but they 
were also pulling us out of the CIO without a vote of the membership. 

Mr. Arens. Now, when you were a member of the Communist 
Party, did you have a party card ¢ 

Mrs. Yeweu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. And you paid dues regularly ? 

Mrs. Yewewn. I didn’t pay regularly. I really didn’t attend too 
many meetings, but whenever they came and asked me for money, 
I gave it to them. 

Mr. Arens. And you considered yourself a member of the Com- 
munist organization ¢ 

Mrs. Yewetw. That is right. When I resigned from the Com- 
munist Party in 1946 or 1947, I considered myself a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. And you have identified certain individuals who are 
now officers of the American Communications Association as Com- 
munist ; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Yewe.x. That is correct. 
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Mr. Arens. And those individuals included, and I just want to 
recapitulate, Joseph F. Kehoe, who is now secretary-treasurer of the 
ACA. 

Mrs. YeweE.u. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Louis Siebenberg, who is an international officer, you 
identify as Communist; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Yewe.u. That is correct. 

Mr. AreEns. Of the local officers of local No. 40 of the American 
Communications Association, you identify, do you not, this same 
Louis Siebenberg as a Communist? Is that correct ? 

Mrs. Yeweuw. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. You identify Al Doumar, secretary-treasurer of the 
local, as a Communist; is that correct ¢ 

Mrs. YEwELL. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you identify Mollie Townsend, recording and 
corresponding secretary, as Communist; is that correct ? 

Mrs. YEWELL. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What is your information respecting the president of 
the international, Joseph F. Selly ? 

Mrs. YewELt. Some weeks ago a man with whom I work—he is not 
a Communist, he is an anti-Communist, but a good trade-unionist— 
said to me, “Do you still think that Selly is not a Communist?” I 
said, “To the best of my knowledge, he is not a Communist.” He said, 
“Well, yesterday I spent 45 minutes with Louis Budenz, and Louis 
Budenz told me Selly is a Communist.” 

Mr. Arens. Is there anything else that you would like to say, Mrs. 
Yewell ? 

Mrs. Yeweuu. There is something I would like to say, and I would 
like to say that I hope that this union is destroyed, because there are 
a great many good trade-unionists that believe in unions who are 
following those leaders on trade-union principles, and beeause they 
don’t knore what I know 

Mr. Arens. What do you mean, they don’t know what you know? 
You mean about the Communist control of the union? 

Mrs. Yewe.tu. They don’t know about the Communist control of 
the union. They think they do. They think, well, let us follow them 
on trade-union principles, and let alone their politics on the other side. 
They don’t realize how dangerous that is. They don’t know in these 
secret negotiations nobody knows what goes on. They can go to work 
some day and find a picket line in front of the place, and they won't 
know whether it is a just strike or a strike to tie up communications. 

Mr. Arens. Do you suppose they have any knowledge of the avail- 
ability of the restricted messages to Communists ? 

Mrs. Yeweiy. Who? 

Mr. Arens. The rank and file. 

Mrs, Yewrti. Some of the rank and file do, but the people that I 
am mostly concerned with are the people who want a union in Western 
Union and the good trade-unionists in there. They are all good 
Americans. They are good people. 

Mr. Arens. You mean the rank and file. 

Mrs, Yeweut. The rank and file. But there are still some of them 
who place their confidence in these leaders and they give them the 
power. For instance, at two membership meetings ago, they gave 
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these people the power to do whatever was in their power to bring 
Western Union to its knees. They don’t know what power they are 
giving those people. Furthermore, Western Union is to be just as 
se wverely criticized, because I put a leaflet in the street, and when I put 
that leaflet in the street, I put it there before the union-shop election. 
I knew that was an antiunion thing to do, but I felt that the people in 
there knew I was union and I wanted a union and I wanted to kill that 
union shop, because I knew if they got that union shop, they had 
control of that membership. 

Mr. Arens. By “they” you mean the Communists. 

Mrs. Yewetu. That is right. They have control of the union cards. 

Mr. Arens. How about the union treasury ? 

Mrs. Yewriu. There is a certain amount of money that the inter- 
national gets from the local, although as far as money is concerned, 
Doumar has been very careful how he allotted money in the last year or 
so. There are other people in there like a name I was asked about, 
Jennette Kotzum. Jennette Kotzum is a person who will do anything. 
She is just a fanatic, and will do anything they tell her to do. There 
- a few more around there that are like that. So I really am very 

sarful. They place you in such a terrible position that if you believe 
in unions, you won’t go across a picket line. I wouldn’t w ant to cross 
picket lines, I don’t care whose it is. If they have these picket lines, 
the people won’t go through these lines because they don’t know what 
it is. 

I want to impress upon you that Western Union is just as guilty 
as these Communists are. The fact of these membership cards is that 
they control these membership cards, and they can give these member- 
ship cards out. They can get 1,200 people in an AC A meeting, or 1,500, 
and neither you nor I will know whether those people are ACA mem- 
bers or not. 

Mr. Arens. Who does that? 

Mrs. st L. Those cards are available in the union office. 

Mr. Arens. You mean the Communists can do that ? 

Mrs. Yeweiti. That is right, and if they dupe their members by 
taking them out of the CIO without a vote of their membership and 
they did it behind closed doors with Western U nion, I don’t trust 
them. If they go toa meeting and pass a resolution, and you get all 
of these things down in Washington, there is no way you can tell 
whether they are members or not. 

Mr. Arens. You mean resolutions on legislation that is pending? 

Mrs. YEweLL. On legislation, or actually in the building, or strikes 
or anything. They made a new rule. You show the membership card 
when you come to the door. When I was there you never had to show 
acard. I was evicted from the meeting the last time I went there by 
the sergeant at arms, and they discussed the Korean situation there, 
and the: ‘y were split. I had that meeting lined up. I took people in 
that meeting to try to kill this union shop. T had an organized group 
to take in with me. I never dreamed they would talk about Korea. 

Mr. Arens. What was the Communist line on Korea; did they sup- 
port the United States Government ? 

Mrs. Yewetu. No. They were condemning the United States Gov- 
ernment. I was on the outside in the street. They would not let 
me in. The group I had in there were very loud and they were giv- 
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ing it to them, and Selly was keeping Siebenberg, trying to keep him 
up there, but what I told them to do about this union issue was I had 
them in there to tell them to table the motion, so when they brought 
up the Korean situation instead of the fellow taking a vote, he thought 
they could have one, he told them to table, they could not take a vote. 
You see, when they put me out of the meeting, I know most of the 
people who work in the traffic department of Western Union. Selly 
doesn’t know the people. I do. When I go to the meeting I know 
who is there. But I am evicted from the membership meeting, and 
Ryan is gone. If Ryan is out, that is the commercial department, and 
those will be nothing but the Communists meeting, and they will come 
with their cards. 

Mr. Arens. Mrs. Yewell, do you have any doubt on the basis of 
your experience in the American Communications Association that 
it is presently Communist-controlled and dominated ¢ 

Mrs. Yeweiut. No; I have no doubt. That ACA is Communist- 
dominated and it is a part of a group that is all over this country. 
It is the Communist union expelled from the CIO. I had a little 
paper that they sent me. When I got the paper I sent it to the FBI. 
I saw one thing, I got hysterical, and every time I did, I wrote to 
the FBI. It wassomething about the Panama Canal Zone and United 
Public Workers and housing. When I saw that, I got frightened to 
death. I said they are down there and something will happen in the 
Canal Zone. 

Mr. Arens. You mean the ACA? 

Mrs. Yewrin. No; the UPWA, which is now the Government, the 
Mine, Mill and Smelter, and all of those leaders have formed another 
group. They called themselves the United Labor Committee. That 
is the Communist Party in labor in the United States. They still 
convince these Western Union people. 

Mr. Arens. What information have you with respect to the United 
Public Workers? 

Mrs. Yewe tt. I haven’t any information except to know they are 
a part of this group, and I have attended meetings which were sup- 
posedly Taft-Hartley meetings, but as time when on and they put out 
these bulletins about these city-wide meetings, I went there and I saw 
that this is the Communist Party, and this is going out through all 
the unions. Then I attended a Bridges meeting. 

Mr. Arens. What do you mean a Bridges meeting, a meeting for 
Harry Bridges? 

Mrs. Yeweiut. A meeting for Harry Bridges. That meeting was 
bulletined. 

Mr. Arens. That meeting was what? 

Mrs. Yewerr. Bulletined. You see, I had already broke from ACA, 
but I went to the meeting. He said Philip Murray will be the next, 
I mean as far as coming to these committees are concerned, that these 
committees are out to destroy the unions, but I don’t think so. 

Mr. Arens. What committees ? 

Mrs. Yewewu. The McCarran bill, and Philip Murray will be next. 

Mr. Arens. Who said the McCarran bill was out to destroy the 
unions ? 

Mrs. Yewrtn. Harry Bridges. That gets down into the people. 
So I mean we are in an awful state. 

Mr. Arens. Thank you, Mrs. Yewell. 
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SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN THE TELEGRAPH 
INDUSTRY 


TUESDAY, MAY 15, 1951 
Unrrep States SENATE, 
SuBcoMMITTEE To INvEsTIGATE THER ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL SECuRITY Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Securiry Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 424 
Senate Office Building, Hon. William E. Jenner presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. 

Present also: Richard Arens, director of the subcommittee; Frank 
W. Schroeder, ‘professional staff member; Donald D. Connors, Jr., 
and Mitchel M. Carter, investigators. 

(The witness, Fred M. Howe, was previously sworn by Senator 
Jenner, as follows: 

(“Senator JENNER. Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testi- 
mony given in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 


the truth, so help you God? 
(Mr. Howe. I do.’’) 


TESTIMONY OF FRED M. HOWE, GENERAL SECRETARY-TREASURER, 
RADIO OFFICERS UNION, CTU, AFL 


Mr. Arens. Would you kindly state your full name. 

Mr. Howe. Fred M. Howe. 

Mr. Arens. Where are you residing, Mr. Howe? 

Mr. Howe. New York City. 

Mr. Arens. Where are you employed ? 

Mr. Howe. New York City, 1440 Broadway. 

Mr. Arens. What is the nature of your employment ? 

Mr. Howe. I am the general secretary-treasurer of the Radio Offi- 
cers Union, CTU, A. F. of L. 

Mr. Arens. And how long have you been so engaged ? 

Mr. Hower. About 10 years. 

Mr. Arens. What is the Radio Officers Union, CTU ? 

Mr. Howe. The Radio Officers Union, CTU, A. F. of L., is the mari- 
time division of the Commercial Telegraphers Union, A. F. of L. 

Mr. Arens. And what is its jurisdiction ? 

Mr. Hower. The jurisdiction of the Radio Officers Union is radio 
officers on American merchant vessels and in the airways, flight radio 
officers, ground radio operators, and ground teletype operators. 

Mr. Arens. What is the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Howe. That, at the present time, is a union unaffiliated, having 
jurisdiction over point-to-point radio communication and broadeasts. 
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Mr. Arens. What do you mean by unaffiliated ¢ 

Mr. Howe. They were in the CIO some time ago and they were ex- 
pelled from the CIO by the CIO executive board. Now they are no 
longer in the CIO. 

Mr. Arens. When was the American Communications Association 
founded ? 

Mr. Howe. That was founded in 1931. The exact date is August 17, 
1931. 

Mr. Arens. And what was its name at that time? 

Mr. Howe. The name at that time was called the American Radio 
Association, independent, unaffiliated. 

Mr. Arens. Who founded the organization and who were its first 
principal officers ¢ 

Mr. Howe. That was founded by James J. Delaney, and Samuel 
Christie, I believe, C-h-r-i-s-t-i-e. I might say that Christie was the 
first president and Delaney was the first vice president. 

Mr. Arens, Now, the American Radio Association subsequently 
changed its name, did it not ¢ 

Mr. Howe. Yes. They changed their name to the American Radio 
Telegraphists shortly thereafter, a year or so later. 

Mr. Arens. And the American Radio Telegraphists Radio Asso- 
ciation changed its name to ACA, is that correct # , 

Mr. Howe. Yes. That was changed to ACA in 1937 and 1938. 

Mr. Arens. Now, who is Mervyn Rathborne? 

Mr. Hower. Mervyn Rathborne, at the present time, is a radio 
operator on the steamship Lurline, of the Matson Navigation Co., 
operating out of San Francisco, Calif. He was the president of the 
American Communications Association, CIO, wp until 1940. 

Mr. Arens. He became president in 1936, did he not? 

Mr. Hower. He became president late in 1936. 

Mr. Arens. Now, who is Joseph Selly ? 

Mr. Howe. Joseph Selly is the present president of the ACA. 

Mr. Arens. That is the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Howe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. And he succeeded Mr. Rathborne, is that correct ? 

Mr. Howe. He did. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Joseph Kehoe? 

Mr. Howe. Joseph Kehoe is the secretary-treasurer of the Ameri- 
can Communications Association, CIO. 

Mr. Arens. And Lawrence Kelly ? 

Mr. Howe. Lawrence Kelly is a vice president of ACA. 

Mr. Arens. Josephine Timms? 

Mr. Howe. I couldn’t tell you what her position is at the moment. 
She was the secretary-treasurer preceding Mr. Kehoe. 

Mr. Arens. Roy A. Pyle? 

Mr. Hower. Roy A. Pyle has had a very checkered career. He has 
been a vice president of ACA, CIO, and has held various positions, 
such as organizer, I believe secretary of local 3, San Francisco, 
marine division. He is sort of what we call a hatchet man for the 
ACA, CIO. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Chester Jordan ? 

Mr. Hower. Chester Jordan was long a secretary of local 7, San 
Pedro, Calif. That is Local 7, marine division. 
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Mr. Arens. T. J. Van Erman? 

Mr. Howe. T. J. Van Erman is more of a Communist organizer 
than he is or ever was a radio organizer. He was a radio operator and 
was one of the early organizers of the ARTA, working primarily 
among marine radio operators. 

Mr. Arens. The ARTA was the predecessor organization to the 
American Communications Association, is that correct 

Mr. Howe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Richard Hansen ? 

Mr. Howe. Richard Hansen was secretary-treasurer of local 3, 
San Francisco, roughly 1939 or 1940. 

Mr. Arens. Murray Winocur. 

Mr. Howe. Murray Winocur was the international organizer for 
the ACA, CIO, working for the marine department among marine 
radio officers. 

Mr. Arens. And Jack Winocur? 

Mr. Hower. He is a brother to Murray Winocur, and he served in 
various positions in the marine department of ACA up until both 
he and his brother Murray were defeated by some of the present 
incumbents of the ARA, such as Mr. Steinberg, I believe, and others. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Paul Rothman / 

Mr. Hower. Paul Rothman was the secretary of local 4 in Balti- 
more, local 4, ARTA, Baltimore, serving up until roughly 1940. 

Mr. Arens. George Sayre? 

Mr. Howr. George Sayre was a radio operator who was a member 
of the Communist Party. He worked on ships oceasionally, had 
charge of the Philadelphia office of local 2, ARTA. He never did 
hold any high position, but he was one of the leaders of local 2, ARTA, 
one of the Communist leaders in that local. 

Mr. Arens. Ben Rossetz. 

Mr. Howe. Ben Rossetz was an ordinary member of local 2 who 
was a member of the Communist Party, a very enthusiastic member, 
and unafraid to talk about his affiliation. 

Mr. Arens. Joseph Perlman? 

Mr. Howe. He was in a similar category, a member of local 2, : 
radio operator, who was also a party member, but who had been 
expelled from the party. He was at odds with the party on various 
occasions, but nevertheless retained his sympathy for the party. 

Mr. Arens. Hollis Fairchild. 

Mr. Hower. Hollis Fairchild was located at WCC, Radio Marine 
Corp. coastal station, Chatham, Mass., in 1936 and 1937, and took a 
leading part in organizing that station into ACA, CIO. At the pres- 
ent time, Mr. Fairchild is radio operator at marine coastal station 
WSL, owned and operated by the Mackay Radio & Telegraph Co., 
Southampton, Long Island. 

Mr. Arens. QO. M. Salisbury. 

Mr. Hower. He is an operator at the same station with Fairchild. 

Mr. Arens. George Geiger. 

Mr. Hower. George Geiger is a radio operator who worked at the 

same station, WSL, Southampton, up until quite recently. I knew 
Mr. Geiger very well. He was not a leader in the affairs of local 2, 
but more or less of an unruly character. He has recently been ar- 
rested in New York for grand larceny, and is up for sentence this 
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week. He was employed by the Mackay Radio & Telegraph Co., 
WSL, Southampton, for a number of years. I know Mr. Geiger 
personally. He was a trouble maker on the ships, undoubtedly a 
party member. 

Mr. Arens. You mean a Communist Party member? 

Mr. Howe. Yes, voting and supporting them at all times. 

I might mention that he was arrested by the New York Police 
for possessing about 80 keys to the lockers in the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road station. It seemed that he would rent a locker, have the key 
duplicated, and then when someone put a radio set or a typewriter 
or some other valuable goods in there, he would go there oa unlock 
the locker and take it to his home. 

Mr. Arens. Sam Margolis. 

Mr. Hower. Sam Margolis was a radio operator who worked on 
ships, and he also worked at this same station with George Geiger, 
namely, WSL, Mackay Radio & Telegraph Co., at Southampton, 
Long Island. He was a radical and undoubtedly a party member, 
following the party line at all times. 

Mr. Arens. Now, have you had occasion to study the course of the 
control of the American Communications Association since 1935 % 

Mr. Howe. I was a member of that organization from 1931 until 
1939, and I have been very close to it, geographically, at least, since 
that time. I have watched its growth, participated in it while I was 
there, helped in its growth, and watched its disintegration. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you just in your own way express to this 
committee, in detail, the course which was followed by the American 
Communications Association beginning about the time you became 
affiliated with it? 

Mr. Howe. As I stated before, it was founded by Mr. Delaney and 
Samuel Christie, neither one of whom were Communists. In fact, 
they were the direct opposite, opposed to communism and the Com- 
munist Party. But but 2 years thereafter, the Comunists pene- 
trated into ARTA sufficiently so that they were able to elect a suc- 
cessor to Mr. Delaney. His name was Hoyt Haddock. Hoyt Had- 
dock, if he were not a party member when he was elected, became one 
shortly thereafter. I knew Mr. Haddock personally and was quite 
close to him for a number of years. What he said to me on various 
occasions indicated to me that he had strong ties with the Communist 
Party. The party took over from the time Hoyt Haddock was elected 
president and kept control until 1937, directly after the big maritime 
strike, at which time the Communists were temporarily put out of 
their official positions. But they later came back in. The two 
Winocurs came back into the marine division. 

Mr. Rathborne succeeded Haddock, Mr. Selly succeeded Rathbone, 
keeping the ACA under strict Communist control while those three 
different men were each in their turn president of ACA. 

Mr. Arens. What local were you a member of in the American 
Communications Association ? 

Mr. Howe. Local 2, marine division. 

Mr. ArENs. Could you express to the committee the names of per- 
sons who were in Local 2 who, to your knowledge, are members of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Howe. I would like to say to the committee that it is impos- 
sible for me to say positively that these men whose names I will read 
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to you actually held cards in the Communist Party, but the men whose 
names I am going to read to you were men who were well known in 
Local 2 or elsewhere in that union, and who followed the Communist 
Party line without variation at any time as far as any of us could 
observe. Only a few of these men indicated that they actually held 
‘ards. One man showed me his card. His name is Leon J. Roux. 
He showed me his membership card. Hoyt Haddock, who is now the 
legislative representative of the CIO in Washington, and who was 
president of ACA, told me in the presence of a witness while I was 
dining with him in the Seaboard Cafe, Whitehall and Bridge Streets, 
New York City, in 1938, that a man who was not a Communist was : 
damn fool. Hoyt Haddock told me that himself. 

Other men that I know in my heart and by their actions were either 
party members or fellow travelers who supported the Communist 
Party line 100 percent were: 


Thomas C. Ault 
Charles de la Garza 
Jack Gottesfeld 
William Hathaway 
Robert L. Kay 
Thomas Licari 
Herman G. Mikkelson 
Wayne Paschal 
Frank W. Robinson 
George Sayre 

John BE. Spence 

C. Van Ordstrand 
Harry Weinstein 
Telesfor Znotin 

Z. R. Brown (Ziva) 
Roy A. Pyle 

Danny Driesen 
John Degelman 
Joseph Belleza 
William Eppler 
George Grey 
Kenneth Goss 
Robert Kreisinger 
Denton EB. McMullen 
Robert A. Myhre 


Joseph M. Robinson 
Samuel Schiffer 
Walter Stallworth 
Frank J. Verbovsky 
Charles Weir 
Walter O’Brien 
Dave Gould 

Mervyn Rathborne 
Joseph F. Kehoe, secretary-treasurer 
Willard Bliss 
Arthur C. Goebels 
Hoyt Haddock 
Ernest Howard 
Samuel Levin 
Donald C. Mealy 
Edward Oja 

Louis Rakofsky 
Ben Rosset 

Harry Schleisinger 
Philips Edward Tabakman (Homer) 
Anthony Vitacco 
Murray Winocur 
Jack Winocur 
Richard M. Hansen 
Leon J. Roux 


Joseph Perlman Larry Kelly, vice president 


Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Mervyn Rathborne was president of ACA 
from 1936 to 1940, is that correct ? 

Mr. Howe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting Communist Party 
affiliations of Mr. Rathborne? 

Mr. Howe. I used to participate in membership meetings of local 2 
when I was the secretary of local 2. In one meeting I accused Mr. 
Rathborne of being a member of the Communist Party. That he did 
not deny before a large membership meeting. I read this letter here, 
which was written by Mervyn Rathborne—this is a photostat copy of 
a letter written to Mr. Frank B. Powers, Commercial Telegraphers 
Union of North America, 113 South Ashland Boulevard, Chicago, II1., 
dated February 4, 1931, signed by Mervyn Rathborne: 


Relative to my letter of January 20, I would appreciate some indication from 
you— 
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I might say Mr. Powers was the president of the Commercial Tele- 
> . 
graphers Union— 

Relative to my letter of January 20, I would appreciate some indication from 
you as to just what the officials of the CTU intend to do in regard to the Pacific 
Marine Radio Division. During the past 2 weeks two new members have joined. 
I had been working on these men for a long time, and did not want to stop them 
from joining at the last moment while there was still a chance of settling the 
present difficulties in regard to support. If the CTU is no longer interested in 
the radio division, please advise me at your earliest convenience so we may make 
some plans to establish an independent organization. Incidentally, the Com- 
munist Party, in great contrast to the CTU, is eager and willing to organize the 
operators. Of course, their idea is to cause a tie-up of American shipping and 
to make trouble, but one would think that an American organization such as the 
AFL would be willing to do as much as a foreign outfit bent on making trouble. 

I am still convinced that I can obtain a substantial number of new members if 
I were permitted to get out and organize. Results have proved this so far as 
each time I have been to the harbor I have obtained one member. Trusting 
that I may hear from you in the near future. 

Sincerely, 
MERVYN RATHBORNE, 

Mr. Arens. In that letter he is critical of the Communists, is he not ? 

Mr. Howe. Yes. He is slightly critical. I might say at that time 
or shortly thereafter he was known to be an anti-Communist, but the 
CTU did not take in Mr. Rathborne, for reasons IT do not know, and 
we believed that the Communist Party did take him in. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Howe, continuing now with Mr. Rathborne, what 
led you to believe that he was a Communist or at any time joined the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Howe. My first impression of Mr. Rathborne was ao good, 
He came into local 2 at a time of great dissension over the Communist 
issue. We had a trial, we placed the secretary, Frank W. Robinson, 
on trial and he was expelled from his official position. At the trial, 
or rather at the beginning of the trial, the chairman of the trial com- 
mittee asked Mr. Robinson who he would like to represent him at the 
trial. He looked around the hall. He said Mervyn Rathborne. 
Mervyn Rathborne agreed to represent Mr. Robinson, so he came for- 
ward, and Rathborne acted as the attorney for Robinson. Robinson 
was expelled because he was a Communist or accused of that. To 
prove a certain point, Mr. Rathborne picked up a book and began to 
read the Declaration of Independence from that book. Someone spied 
the title of the book, and the book was by Earl Browder, Communism 
in the United States. Mr. Rathborne had just arrived a day or two 
before from San Francisco. Whether he brought the book with him 
or whether someone handed him the book we don’t know. That was 
the first indication that I had that Rathborne might possibly be a 
Communist. 

Mr. Rathborne was a personal friend of Harry Bridges, and always 
had Harry Bridges’ photograph in his office at No. 10 Bridge Street, 
in New York. 

In my testimony before the Dies committee in 1940, April 24, I 
accused Mr. Rathborne of being a party member. Mr. Rathborne 
appeared before the same committee. It was my recollection it was 
on the following day, but I notice in the record of the proceedings it 
was on May 8. He stated at that time he was definitely not a Com- 
munist and was not a member of the party. Recently in a Federal 
court in San Francisco he stated that he had been a member of the 
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party since 1935. What I said on April 24, 1940, about his being a 
member of the party was verified by he himself in 1950 in a Federal 
court in San Francisco. 

When John L. Lewis gave Mr. Rathborne $100,000 to organize the 
workers in Postal Telegraph and in Western Union, he hired 

Mr. Arens. When was that? 

Mr. Howe. That was in 1937—he hired approximately 50 organ- 
izers that were put on the payroll at, I think, $55 a week, and $13 a 
day expenses, I believe. We don’t know of a single man out of those 
50 organizers who was opposed to communism. Some of those men 
appear in that list of names that I presented a few moments ago. 
Joseph Selly was one. Frank W. Robinson, Joseph Belleza, and a 
great number of others. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Howe, on the basis of your study of the 
American Communications Association, what information do you 
have respecting the Communist domination of that organization from 
1935 on ?¢ 

Mr. Howe. It followed the Communist Party line, such as it was 
opposed to the Wagner Act, the same as the Communist Party was at 
the time. It supported the Spanish Loyalists in Spain, the same as 
the Communist Party did. Mr. Selly printed a full half page on the 
front page of the ACA News, August issue of the ACA News, 1942, 
advocating a second front in Europe, which was the party line at that 
time. This half page was in big type, urging a second front to help 
our gallant allies, the Soviet Union, about 2 years before the American 
military experts felt that we were prepared for a second front in 
Europe. He goes on to develop the point in the article that now is 
the time for the second front, not a year or 2 vears from now, but today 
we must have a second front in Europe, whether we are ready or not, 
whether a million Americans are sacrificed on the beachheads of 
France, that didn’t matter, just so we invade Europe to help their dear 
friends Soviet Russia. They were opposed to conscription. They 
were opposed to any form of preparedness which was the same as the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. That was before the declaration of war? 

Mr. Howe. That was in 1939 and 1940. 

Mr. Arens. That is when they had the Hitler-Stalin pact ? 

Mr. Howe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Proceed, if you please. 

Mr. Hower. They condemned Finland when Russia invaded Fin- 
land. They claimed it was the other way around, that Finland had 
invaded Russia. They collected all kinds of money for Bundles for 
Russia. I have a letter I tried to find before T left, a letter and a box 
which was sent to one of our ships by Wayne P. Paschal, secretary of 
local 2. That was a box which the radio officer was requested to 
hand around to members of the crew to drop money in the slot and 
return this box of money to local 2. And it was for Bundles for 
Russia, a full page letter telling about our glorious, brave Soviet allies. 

The ACA participated in picketing the White House about pre- 
paredness in 1940 or thereabouts. Mr. Rathborne resigned from an 
official position to which he had been appointed by President Roose- 
velt. He was on the Advisory Committee of the National Youth 
Administration. He resigned from that position and in his letter of 
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resignation, told the President he could no longer agree with the 
President’s war policies. This was before we got into the war, and 
before the Germans fell out with Stalin. 

They invariably took part in the May-day parades in New York 
City. The third ARTA-ACA convention in 1938, held at the Edison 
Hotel in New York, adojurned to participate in the May-day parade. 
Speakers at that convention, some were well known members of the 
party, one named Mr. Solomonick, addressed a convention, invited 
to speak there by Mr. Rathborne. He was the head, I believe, of the 
American League Against War and Fascism. 

Mr. Arens. Which, of course, has been cited as a Communist 
organization. 

Mr. Howe. Yes. I think we all agree that was a Communist-front 
organization. I knew Mr. Solomonick personally. I was elected as 
a delegate from local 2 at one time to attend the convention of this 
league. In order to find out what it was all about, I went down to 
the league’s headquarters and I met Mr. Solomonick, and I told him 
that I had been elected as a delegate, and I wanted to find out what 
they were going to do at this convention. So he told me I didn’t 
have to worry about that, that he would like to have me make a little 
speech, if I would, and he would write the speech up for me. So I asked 
him what I was going to say in this speech that he was going to write. 
He said, “Now, you are a radio operator, aren’t you, and you work on 
ships?” And I said, “Yes.” aiden this country gets into war 
with a foreign country, we will say Soviet Russia, what is the first 
thing you are going to do?” I was on the verge of saying “Enlist, of 
course.” but I thought, “I will see what he says.” The first thing 
to do is to tie un the ships and stop the war,” he said, “We must 
sabotage the war” Solomonick, the man who was invited to speak 
before the third ARTA convention by Mervyn Rathborne. 

They were opposed to lend-lease. They circulated a pamphlet—— 

Mr. Arens. This is all the American Communications Association 
official action you are talking about ? 

Mr. Howe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Proceed, if you please. 

Mr. Howe. They circulated a pamphlet entitled “The Yanks Are 
Not Coming,” written by Mike Quinn. As near as I can understand, 
Mike Quinn was not an Irishman, unless you consider the Irish from 
the Bronx. He was Jewish to my understanding. 

When Stalin joined the Allies, then they ceased to circulate that 
bulletin; the Yanks were coming after that. Mr. Mervyn Rathborne 
was represented before the Dies committee by Congressman Vito 
Marcantonio, no longer a Congressman. He was defeated in the last 
election in New York. He appeared, and it is in the record, and 
I think everybody will agree that he is very, very pro-Communist. 

Mr. Selly and his entire international executive board have refused 
to sign the Taft-Hartley anti-Communist affidavits. They supported 
the Progressive Party in 1948 officially. The ACA is opposed to 
preparedness at this present moment. They want us to withdraw 
our troops from Korea. During the strike of 1936-37, the hall of 
local 2 in New York was cluttered up with copies of the Daily Worker, 
a newspaper published in New York. You could see them there 
by the dozen in the corners and chairs and settees and tables, and 
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many of the members objected to having so many copies of the Daily 
Worker in the union hall. One day they had a debate about the ques- 
tion. They passed a resolution barring the Daily Worker from the 
hall. Many men thought it was not a good idea, although they didn’t 
read the Daily Worker, and didn’t believe what it said, that they 
thought we should not establish a precedent. We should allow free 
speec ch and allow a man to read what he wanted to read. So a com- 
promise was introduced to also bar the Hearst papers. That was car- 
ried. So they barred the Hearst papers and the Daily Worker. 

Mr. Arens. Now, what information do you have respecting the 
present president of the American Communications Association, Mr. 
Selly ¢ 

Mr. Howe. Mr. Selly’s name is not Selly. It is Joseph Selkowicz. 
He has changed his name during the past few years to Joseph Selly. 
I know Mr. Selly personally. “Mr. Selly and I were on the con 
stitutional committee of the third AFTA convention held in 1938 
in the Edison Hotel in New York. Mr. Selly and I did most of 
the work on the ATCA constitution, and that was where I learned 
to believe that Selly was a party member. Mr. Selly is a very fine 
fellow personally. He is a gentleman; he is well educated; he makes 
a good speech; he is a good | writer; he is nice to work with on such 
a committee, drawing up the constitution. But there was always 
a bar when it got up to a certain point where the Communist Party 
line was staring us in the face, and Selly would not cross over that 
line. The party had agreed to the program of the convention be- 
fore the convention took place. The only parts of this constitution 
that he would agree to modify were the very unimportant parts. The 
main parts that the Communist faction had laid down could not be 
modified. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not Mr. Selly was a member 
of the board of directors of the National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship ? 

Mr. Howe. Yes; he was. His name is listed on one of their letter- 
heads which I have here in my possession. 

Mr. Arens. And that organization is, of course, a Communist- 
front organization. 

Mr. Howe. I believe that has been so declared by the Attorney 
General. I have a booklet here I would present to the committee 
if you care to accept it as a souvenir. It is written by Richard H. 
Pollett, The Case History of the ACA. 

Mr. Arens. We will receive it. It is too voluminous to go into 
the record at this point, but we will receive it as a collateral exhibit. 

Mr. Howe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Howe, do you have information respecting 
Frederick Myers, Frederick Smith, and K. Owens? 

Mr. Hower. Frederick Myers is known as Blacky Myers, and was a 
member of the engine-room crew of ships, what ‘they call the black 
gang. He became an official of the NMU—the National Maritime 
Union—and he was on the executive committee of the Communist 
Party. He married a woman who wrote for the Daily Worker. Her 
name was Beth McHenry. Blacky Myers, of course, is an undenied 
party member, friendly to Mr. Rathborne, Mr. Selly, Mr. Hoyt Had- 
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dock, and all the leaders of the ACA, ARA, ARTA. He is a very 
nice fellow personally, heavy drinker, quite smart in his way. 

Mr. Arens. How about Frederick Smith? 

Mr. Hower. Frederick Smith is a colored man. I have often said 
jokingly he was the only white man in the NMU. Smith was an 
educated party member and a graduate, as was Myers, of what they 
called the Red Annapolis, a school about 20—— 

Mr. Arens. That is Camp Nitgadaiget ? 

Mr. Howe. Yes; about 20 miles north 

Mr. Arens. It is near Beacon, N. Y.; isn’t it? 

Mr. Howe. Yes. Smith is well educated, a gentleman, and knows 
the party line 100 percent, and follows it 100 percent, but one of the 
best Communists I ever had any dealings with. I have talked to Smith 
many times, and as I said before, he was the whitest man in the NMU. 

Mr. Arens. How about K. Owens ? 

Mr. Howe. I never knew K. Owens personally. He was located 
primarily in the Gulf, I believe Galveston. He was a graduate of the 
Red Annapolis. 

Mr. Arens. In 1939 the national executive committee of the Ameri- 
can Communications Association had nine members; did it not? 

Mr. Howe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who of these nine members can you identify as Com- 
munist ? 

Mr. Howe. All except Lenne Ohl and Harold Taylor. 

Mr. Arens. Who were the others, then ? 

Mr. Howe. I don’t know as I can repeat those names now. 

Mr. Arens. Let me suggest them to you. How about Joseph Selly? 

Mr. Howe. Yes, he was on there. 

Mr. Arens. Was he a Communist? 

Mr. Howe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Mervyn Rathborne, was he a Communist? 

Mr. Howe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Roy A. Pyle. 

Mr. Howe. He was. 

Mr Arens. He was what? 

Mr. Howe. A Communist. 

Mr. Arens. Chester Jordan ? 

Mr. Howe. The same thing. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting the names of the 
others? 

Mr. Hower. Michael Mignon was another member of that com- 
mittee. Iam trying tothink of the other two. I just can’t recall them 
offhand. I couldn’t seem to find anything in my records to show their 
names. I knew them all at that time very well personally. 

Mr. Arens. The present president of the American Communica- 
tions Association is Joseph P. Selly; is he not? 

Mr. Howe. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. And you have identified him as a Communist? 

Mr. Howe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. How about Joseph F. Kehoe? 

Mr. Howe. He is a Communist. 
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Mr. Arens. He is secretary-treasurer at the present time? 
Mr. Howe. That is right. 
Mr. Arens. How about Dominic Panza? 
3 Mr. Howe. I don’t know him. He came into the union since I 
left it. 

Mr. Arens. How about John J. Weiners? 

Mr. Howe. I don’t know him either. 

Mr. Arens. How about Louis Siebenberg ? 

Mr. Hower. Yes, 1 know him. He is a Communist. 

Mr. Arens. We thank you very much, Mr. Howe, for your testi- 
mony. You will be released from your subpena. 
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TUESDAY, MAY 15, 1951 


Unrrep Srares SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Acr AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Securiry LAws oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 2 p. m., pursuant to recess, in room 424, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. William E. Jenner presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. 

Present also: Richard Arens, director of the subcommittee; Frank 
W. Schroeder, professional staff member; Donald D. Connors, Jr., 
Mitchel Carter, and Edward Duffy, investigators. 

Senator JenNER. Come to order , please. 

(The witness was previously sworn by Senator Jenner as follows: 


Senator JENNER. Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testimony 


given in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 
Mr. STEINBERG. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM STEINBERG, PRESIDENT, AMERICAN 
RADIO ASSOCIATION, CIO, NEW YORK, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED BY 


TOM HARRIS, ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL, CI0, WASHINGTON, 
D. C. 


Mr. Arens. Would you kindly state your full name? 

Mr. Srernserc. William Steinberg. 

Mr. Arens. You were sworn earlier today, Mr. Steinberg? 

Mr. Srernserc. I was. 

Mr. Arens. And you are accompanied by your counsel ? 

Mr. Srernsera. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Will counsel kindly identify himself? 

Mr. Harris. Tom Harris, assistant general counsel, CIO. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Steinberg, would you please identify yourself, 
now, by occupation, please ? 

Mr. Sternsera. I am president of the American Radio Associa- 
tion, CIO, 

Mr. Arens. And how long have you been president of the Ameri- 
can Radio Association ? 

Mr. Srernserc. Approximately 21% years. 


_ Mr. Arens. Will you identify the American Radio Association, 
if you please? 
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Mr. Sretnserc. The American Radio Association is an organiza- 
tion of marine radio officers which holds an international charter 
from the Congress of Industrial Organizations. The only people 
that are represented by this organization are, as I have stated, marine 
radio officers. 

Mr. Arens. And what is the membership of the American Radio 
Association ? 

Mr. Strernserc. Approximately 2,000. 

Mr. Arens. You are also, are you not, a member of the executive 
Board of the CIO? 

Mr. Srernperc. I am. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been so associated in that capacity ? 

Mr. SrernserG. Since November of 1948. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Steinberg, did you have occasion in the course of 
your affiliation with the American Radio Association, and in the 
course of your membership on the executive board of the CIO, to 
make a study of the policies and activities of the American Com- 
munications Association 

Mr. Srernserc. Well, I myself didn’t directly make the study of 
the complete activities; I had a study made for me. 

Mr. Arens. Who made that study for you? 

Mr. Srrinserc. That study was made by Mr. Stanley Ruttenberg, 
who is research and educational director of the CIO. 

Mr. Arens. Will you just tell in your own way what transpired with 
reference to the American Communications Association, and its activ- 
ities, insofar as they were of concern to the CIO? 

Mr. Srernserc. Well, as far as I can remember, having been for- 
merly a member of and an official of one of the locals of the ACA, 
it appeared to nce—and, of course, I have no first-hand knowledge of 
that fact—that the organization and all of its policies and pronounce- 
ments in regard to foreign policy and domestic policy always in 
every instance followed the line of the Communist Party, as that 
line was laid down in the official organs of that particular party. 

Now, the following of these policies created a split in the organiza- 
tion itself, and as a result of that split the local to which I belonged 
and of which I was an official, left the ACA. 

Mr. Arens. What local was that ? 

Mr. Srernperc. Local 2. Similarly, local 3 of the ACA, which was 
also a marine local, left at the same time that we did. We left on the 
basis of a referendum vote of the membership. 

Subsequently to our leaving the ACA, we were granted a national 
charter by the CIO, and at our first convention in Febr uary, I believe, 
of 1948, T was elected president of the organization, and in November 
of that same year, [ was elected to the CIO executive board. 

Now, the same difficulties which we had experienced wthin the ACA 
at the time that we were a local in that organizat:on, from my own 
experience, I know that the representatives ‘of the ACA, the national 
officers of the ACA, who were also on the CIO executive board, con- 
tinued to espouse the Communist Party line in all of the meetings of 
the CIO executive board. 

Mr. Arens. Who were those officers ? 

Mr. SrernserG. Joseph Selly, who is the president of the organ- 
ization. 








sorties Goo ne 


IGE Ae EBA AP RAATELS 


epics g ae wied 


Bei 


sa pete a Bh 


ESE AGR ERT TIS NRG 


sais 


SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 55 


Mr. Arens. Joseph Selly, president of the American Communica- 
tions Association ? 

Mr. Srernperc. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. And who else? 

Mr. SrernperrG. He was their one executive board member. 

Mr. Arens. Did the CIO executive committee take action against 
the American Communications Association ¢ 

Mr. Sretnperc. The CIO executive committee did take action; 
yes. 

’ Mr. Arens. When was that action, and what was that action? 

Mr. Sreimneere. The action consisted of a hearing on the basis of 
formal charges which I submitted to the executive board. 

Mr. Arens. When was that, please ? 

Mr. Sreinperc. November 5, 1949, charges were submitted. 

Mr. Arens. And then what transpired ? 

Mr. Srernperc. The hearings were held on or about April 11, 1950. 
At that hearing, I had Mr. Ruttenberg, who had prepared all of the 
documentary evidence of this particular union following the Com- 
munist Party line, submit the documentary evidence through the ClO 
committee which had been set up to conduct the hearing. 

The particular points which were covered by the research which Mr. 
Ruttenberg did were five specific instances. Now, that doesn’t mean, 
necessarily, that these are the only five instances that this union fol- 
lowed the Communist Party line, but these were five definite and 
distinct phases of what we might term history, where there was a 
definite split between the policy of the United States and the policy of 
the Soviet Union, the policy of the CIO and the policy of some of the 
Communist-dominated unions. 

Now, the five particular periods, the first was the initial period, 
after the seizure of power by the Hitler forces in Germany, up until 
approximately 1939, where the Soviet Union, in its foreign policy 
stand, tried to initiate a program of what they termed collective secu- 
rity, in order to resist the Fascist aggressors of Germany, Italy, and 
Japan. 

The unions whom we considered were dominated by the Communist 
Party vigorously pressed this Soviet line of collective security. 

Mr. Arens. Did the American Communications Association follow 
that line? 

Mr. Sremnperac. Yes, they did. That policy was followed up to the 
point that the Soviet Union signed the nonaggression pact with Hitler 
Germany. 

Mr. Arens. That was in August of 1939? 

Mr. Sreinperc. That was in August of 1939. 

Mr. Arens. Then what happened with reference to the party line 
and then the line of the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Srernserc. The instant the Soviet Union signed the nonaggres- 
sion pact with Hitler Germany, the Communist-dominated unions, of 
which the American Communications Association was one, immedi- 
ately reversed their foreign policy stand and supported the position of 
the Soviet Union, and called for complete neutrality. Originally they 
were all for repeal of the Neutrality Act and for help to all nations 
who were the victims of aggression. Now, as soon as the Soviet Union 
signed a nonaggression pact with Hitler Germany, these same unions 
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were not interested in collective security, they were not interested in 
protecting nations that were being victimized by Fascist nations, they 
were interested in complete neutrality and hands off. 

Now, they cont aaah that particular policy —— 

Mr. Arens. By “they” you mean the American Communications 
Association ? 

Mr. Srernserc. The American Communications Association contin- 
ued that particular line of thought until June 22 of 1941, when Hitler 
Germany attacked the Soviet Union. Immediately thereafter—and 
when I say “immediately” I do mean immediately—it probably was as 
soon as they got the word over the radio. They called a hurry-up 
meeting and reversed their stand. They immediately called for the 
previous policy of collective security and supplying arms to all nations 
that were the victims of Fascist aggression. They called for the 
establishment of a second front before our Nation was even prepared 
to carry the war to the European continent. 

They subjugated themselves in every respect to what they called the 
all-out war effort, and that policy only took place when the Soviet 
Union was attacked. 

Mr. Arens. I take it, Mr. Steinberg, all you are saying was amply 
documented in the hearings before the C1O? 

Mr. SrernperG. Yes; it was. 

Mr. Arens. In its determination to expel the American Communica- 
tions Association ¢ 

Mr. Srernserc. That was documented by the official records of the 
American Communications Association, as outlined by their official 
publication, the ACA News, and also their convention and executive 
board resolutions. 

Mr. Arens. I believe the fourth element was the period of the 
conference of Tehran. 

Mr. Srernserc. Yes. The conference of Tehran between Roose- 
velt and Stalin arranged certain specific agreements in regard to the 
conduct of the war, and when these agreements were placed into effect 
the Communist Party immediately fell into line. They dissolved 
themselves as a party; they set up what was known as the Communist 
Political Association, and they devoted themselves strictly to what 
they termed an educational program among the workers and among 
the people. There was no indication of any attack upon anybody. 
Anybody who in any way would support an effort to help the war 
they would support. 

Mr. Arens. What you are saying—are you not ?—is that with ref- 
erence to the Tehran Conference the actions of the American Com- 
munications Association and its official pronouncements coincided 
exactly with the actions and official pronouncements of the Commu- 
nists and the Communist line in this country ? 

Mr. Srernserc. There is no question about that. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Now, your next point. 

Mr. Srernsera. The next point is the postwar period, when the 
war was over and the Soviet Union was no longer in need of the 
military productive capacity of the United States. They were able 
to consolidate their gains in Europe and Asia, and their policies 
started to veer away from the friendship that had been maintained 
with the United States during the war period. 
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As the policy of the Soviet Union changed from one of complete 
friendship to one of opposition, the American Communications Asso- 
ciation continued to support every attack by the Soviet Union upon 
the United States foreign policy. That was in respect to the Marshall 

plan; it was in respect to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization. 

Mr. Arens. Let us ask about each of these specific points on that, 
if you please. 

What was the line of the American Communications Association 
with reference to the Chinese forces, tle Chinese Communist groups ! 

Mr. Sternserc. The position of the ACA in respect to the Chinese 
was to stop all aid to the Chiang Kai-shek forces. In other words, 
there was fighting going on between Chiang Kai-shek’s forces and 
the Communist Army in China, and the policy of the United States, 
as I understand it, at that time was to continue to supply assistance 
to Chiang Kai-shek. And they called for the stopping of that type 
of peeeet. 

Mr. Arens. By “they” you mean the American Communications 
Association r 

Mr. Srermserc. The American Communications Association; cor- 
rect. 

Mr. Arens. What was the stand of the American Communications 
Association with reference to the United States adhering to its agree- 
ment at Yalta and Potsdam ? 

Mr. Sremserc. The Soviet Union, in regard to the Yalta and 
Potsdam agreements, was carrying out a propaganda campaign of 
denouncing the United States for what they claimed was not living up 
to the Yalta and Potsdam agreements. The American Communica- 
tions Association followed that propaganda attack in its official publi- 
cations, and castigated the United States for not following the Pots- 
dam and Yalta agreements. 

Mr. Arens. You have already mentioned the opposition of the 
American Communications Association to the Marshall plan and to 
other measures of that character. 

Mr. SrernperG. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, what about the American Communications Asso- 
ciation’s adherence to Henry Wallace and the Progressive Party 

Mr. SrernserG. Well, we in the trade-union movement know that 
the Communist Party was responsible for the formation of the Pro- 
gressive Party, because all of the people who had always espoused the 
Community Party line were in on the Progressive Party, right from 
the beginning. We knew these people; we could identify them. 
There wasn’t anybody outside of these people that we knew of there 
in the trade-union movement that supported the Progressive Party. 

The Communist Party took it over, lock, stock, and barrel. They 
carried on their meetings, and all of these people whom we knew to 
be advocates of the Communist Party and the carriers of the line were 
all placed in official positions within the Progressive Party. 

Mr. Arens. What did the American Communications Association 
do on that issue ? 

Mr. Sretnserc. They completely supported the Progressive Party. 
Their national officers attended the national party convention—I 


believe it was in Philadelphia—they carried the ball on behalf of the 
party. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Steinberg. What is your information respectin 
the World Federation of Trade-Unions and its tendency howeit 
Communist causes ¢ 

Mr. Srernperc. The World Federation of Trade-Unions was origi- 
nally set wp as a purely trade-union organization which was not sup- 
posed to have any political ties to any governments and was sup- 
posed to take action directly, on a democratic basis, that would benefit 
the workers that belonged to the various organizations. 

However, as the organization proceeded, it was found that the 
Soviet trade-unions were not free, and that they were tied completely 
to the propaganda machine of the Soviet Government, and they 
couldn’t make any move without direction from the Soviet Union. 

Mr. Arens. Did the Communists dominate the World Federation 
of Trade-Unions ¢ 

Mr. Sternserc. Well, I can’t say that they dominated the World Fed- 
eration of Trade-Unions. They tried to dominate the WFTU, but 
there was opposition from the CIO and some of the other organiza- 
tions that belonged to it. 

Mr. Arens. Well, now, the CIO’s opposition was in opposition to 
the Communist position—was it not/’—in the World Federation of 
Trade-Unions. 

Mr. Srernserc. It was in opposition to the attempt of the Com- 
munist unions to dominate the policies of the WFTU. 

Mr. Arens. That is what I had in mind. 

Mr. Srernnerc. And, when that couldn’t be resolved, the CIO left 
that organization. 

Mr. Arens. What was the position of the American Communica- 
tions Association with reference to the World Federation of Trade- 
Unions / 

Mr. Srerveerc. The American Communications Association, of 
course, supported the WFTU, while the CIO was in there, but the 
peculiar part of it is that it continued to support that organization 
after the CIO left it. 

Mr. Arens. And the CIO left it because 

Mr. Srernperc. And the ACA denounced the CIO for leaving the 
WFTU, even though they knew that it was a question of a fight 
against Communist domination. 

Mr. Arens. Let us clarify that a little, if you please. 

It is your testimony, is it not, that the CIO left the World Federa- 
tion of Trade-Unions because of the Communist influence and impact 
upon the World Federation of ‘Trade-Unions; is that correct ? 

Mr. Srernserc. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, the CIO then left the World Federation of Trade- 
Unions for that reason; is that right ? 

Mr. Sremnserc. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Am I clear in interpreting your testimony that the 
American Communications Association, however, stayed in the World 
Federation of Trade-Unions and supported the World Federation of 
Trade-Unions? 

Mr. Srernrerc. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. Arens. So that was one other facet in the over-all pattern 
which caused the C1O to conclude that the American Communications 
Association should be expelled from the ClO? 

Mr. Srernserc. That is correct. 
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Mr. Arens. Now, what is your information respecting the United 
Electrical Workers Union? 

Mr. Srernverc. Well, the United Electrical Workers Union, as far 
as the information that I wus able to gather personally is concerned, 
from their policy pronouncements, and from reading their newspaper, 
was almost identical with that of the ACA. 

Mr. Arens. Was the United Electrical Workers Union also expelled 
from the CLO? 

Mr. Sreinserc. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. When was it expelled ? 

Mr. Sremperc. It was expelled in—— 

Mr. Arens. May I ask you this if you do not have the date ready 
at your recollection: Was it expelled before the American Commu- 
nications Association was expelled ¢ 

Mr. Srernperc. Yes. I believe it was in November of 1949—no; 
November 1950. 

Mr. Arens. 1949; it must have been 1949. 

Mr. Sremnperc. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. What is the position now of the American Communi- 
cations Association with reference to the attempt to expel and the final 
expulsion of the United Electrical Workers Union from the CIO? 

Mr. SrernperG. Well, the issue as it was debated prior to the expul 
sion of the United Electrical Workers was one of Communist domi- 
nation also. So everyone knew that the reason for the expulsion was 
the difference in positions between the United Electric Workers Union 
and the CLO. However, even after the United Electrical Workers was 
expelled the American Communications Association continued to sup- 
port the United Electrical Workers in defiance of CIO expulsion of 
that union. 

Mr. Arens. Then it was upon the basis of these items that you 
have just discussed that the CIO expelled the American Commumnica- 
tions Association from the CIO; is that correct / 

Mr. Srernpera. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Upon the basis of your study of the American Commu- 
nications Association, do you have information respecting the mem- 
bership at the present time of the American Communications Asso- 
ciation in number of members ? 

Mr. SrermnperG. [ would place them at approximately 5,000. 

Mr. Arens. It is not your contention, and the CIO did not find 
that the American Communications Association membership rank and 
file were Communists ¢ 

Mr. Srernperc. No; definitely not. There was never any such 
implication, 

Mr. Arens. It was pertaining to the leadership ? 

Mr. SrernserG. Strictly pertaining to the leadership of the 
organization. 

Mr. Arens. Didn't the American Communications Association offi- 
cers, Who protested the expulsion, assert that the action of the Ameri- 
can Communications Association on all these policy matters concern- 
ing which you have been discussing was merely a reflection of the 
will of its membership ¢ 

Mr. Srempberc. They claimed that. 

Mr. Arens. Now, the policy decisions which you have been diseus- 
sing were official policy pronouncements, or policy statements, evi- 
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denced by publications of the American Communications Association ; 
is that not true? 

Mr. Srernserc. That is right. They are official policy pronounce- 
ments, 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Steinberg, what is the present jurisdiction of the 
American Communications Association? Where does it operate ? 

Mr. Srernsere. As far as I know, the American Communications 
Association has a contract with the Western Union Telegraph Co., 
which covers the metropolitan area of New York. I believe it also 
holds a contract with Western Union Cables and RCAC. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly identify RCAC, please? 

Mr. Srernserc. That is a division of the Radio Corp. of Americ: 
which handles a point-to-point and oversea cable communications. 
I believe they also have agreements in approximately six small radio 
stations, radio-broadcasting stations in the Northeastern States. I 
believe they have one in Philadelphia, probably one in Schenectady, 
and the others I really don’t know. They may have one in New York 
City. 

Mr. Arens. Just to clear the record here on what you mean by con- 
tract and agreements, what do the union members of the American 
Communications Association do? What are their activities? Are 
they radio operators or what do they do? 

Mr. Sreinserc. In Western Union, the membership of the ACA 
covers everybody in the plant, messenger boys on up to radio operators. 

In RCAC, they also consist of clerks, messenger boys, and radio oper- 
ators and radio communications personnel. The same, of course, 
goes for commercial cables, and in the broadcast field they consist of 
radio technicians. 

Now, of course, in respect to people who handle communications 
directly, the percentage is very small. The bulk of the work, let us 
say, in W estern Union is messenger boys, clerks, typists, stenographers, 
and categories of that kind, and the percentage of people who handle 
the communications directly is limited. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Steinberg, you have been in the labor movement for 
how long? 

Mr. Sretnsere. Since 1938. 

Mr. Arens. And you, of course, appreciate the loyalty an individual 
has to the particular union with which he is affiliated, I am sure. 

Mr. Srernserc. There is not question about that. 

Mr. Arens. On the basis of your experience, do you have any ob- 
servations to make respecting the possible threat to the security of this 
country of a labor union under Communist domination which controls 
the workers in communications fields ? 

Mr. SrernperG. The expression “controls the workers” is kind of 
strong. Now, we have found out from our experience over the past 
couple of years that officers can control the organization, but in a good 
many cases they cannot control the membership. That is why a lot 
of these unions are leaving organizations which are dominated by 
Communists. That is what happened with our partic ular organiza- 
tion, the marine locals, that left the ACA. The Communist officials 
of the ACA had control of the organization, but they didn’t have con- 
trol of the membership. The membe rship left. 

Mr. Arens. It was perhaps an unfortunate use of language when 
I used the word “control,” but the thought I had in mind was, if the 
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leadership tomorrow of the American Communications Association 
decided that they would, for political reasons, to assist the Soviet 
Union, call a strike, the membership would be almost helpless; woula 
it not ¢ 

Mr. Srerneerc. Well, they would, conceivably—they could do that 
and create damage that way. Usually there are enough grievances to 
warrant an action, and I don’t doubt in the least bit that if the policy 
of the Soviet Union called for strikes being called in various industries 
in the United States, that these unions would suojugate their member- 
ship toa strike. There is no question about that. 

Now, the danger, as I see it, of a union that is controlled by Commu- 
nists, is the fact that they have access to the people who work in various 
plants. 

Mr. Arens. That was the second phase of the thing I was going to 
get on to with you in just a moment. 

Mr. Srernserc. Yes. All right. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Arens. On the basis of your experience in the communications 
field—and I take it from what you have told me you have had consider- 
able experience in this field—in a highly industrialized nation such as 
the United States, it is vital that we keep our communications chan- 
nels open; is it not? 

Mr. SretnperG. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Do you, on the basis of your experience, have any appre- 
hensions respecting the potential sabotage to our communications 
facilities of this Nation when you have some 5,000 workers in an or- 
ganization which has been determined by the C1O to be a Communist- 
controlled organization ¢ 

Mr. Sretnserc. There is no question in my mind that in the event 
of any conflict—and by “conflict” I mean war—between this country 
and the Soviet Union, that these people who control the American 
Communications Association would do everything in their power to 
disrupt communications. There is no question in my mind about that. 

Mr. Arens. The rank-and-file worker, even though he may be, and in 
all probability is, a loyal, patriotic American, one of the 5,000 here 
would be virtually helpless to protest or to stop a strike if it were 
called by the leadership: is that not true? 

Mr. Sremperc. Frankly, in the present situation, and with the ef- 
fective job that the CIO has done on the ACA and other Communist- 
dominated unions, I don’t believe that in the event of a war with the 
Soviet Union that the ACA leadership could control the membership 
in Western Union or in Radio and Cables. I don’t believe that, if 
they called a strike after the start of a war, that strike would be 
successful. The membership would not follow them. I don’t think 
they would call a strike because they know that. I think they would 
devote their efforts to keeping the thing going and trying to get in- 
formation that they could pass on. 

Mr. Arens. Do you mean the leadership ? 

Mr. Srernperc. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, may I ask you this: What is your judgment as 
to why the membership has not, at least to date, thrown out the Com- 
munists in the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Sternperc. Well, it is very difficult for the ordinary person who 
is working in a plant to take effective action. And that happens not 
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only in cases of this kind, it happens in a lot of other cases. We find 
where the Kefauver committee exposed crime in various cities around 
the country, and the people get all steamed up and they then forget 
all about it. And the same things continue to happen. 

People are no different when they belong to trade-unions. The 
only thing that is lacking is effective le: udership. 

Mr. ARENS. In other ‘words, what you are trying to say, is it not, 
Mr. Steinberg, is that the Communist are a well- knit, well-dise iplined, 
organized minority ¢ 

Mr. Sternperc. That is correct. And once they are in control they 
have access to certain powers, they are very adept at maneuvering, 
very adept at trying to control meetings, and unless there is some 
leadership developed 1 hat can recognize all of this and go to the work- 
ers and organize them in opposition and keep plugging, the workers 
generally let things go. Naturally, when the C ommunists get into a 
membe rship meeting, they have met in advance of that meeting. 

Let us say you have a meeting of a hundred people. They come 
in with 20 or 25 of their people who know in advance ex: actly what 
they are going to do. The rest of the people don’t have a chance un- 
less they have some le: adership to organize their fight against them. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to ask just a naive question here, as a 
humble lawyer, who knows nothing about the inner workings of the 
trade-union movement : 

As to any of these contracts with Western Union of New York or 
Western Union Cable or RCAC or these radio stations, were any of 
them consummated after the American Communications Association 
was expelled from the C IO? 7 

Mr. Srernperc. I wouldn’t swear to it. I believe both Western 
Union and the RCAC did consummate agreements after that. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell me how that could come to pass? 

Mr. Sremnperc. The agreements are held with the individual un- 
ions. They are not held with the CIO. 

Mr. Arens. Well, how did the American Communications Associa- 
tion succeed in procuring those contracts after it had been expelled 
as 2 Communist organization ¢ 

Mr. Sremperc. Well, they had these contracts for a good many 
years, and under the terms of an agreement, the agreement evidently 
reads, between the Western Union Telegraph Co. “and the American 
Communications Association, and it expires on a certain date. 

Now, under the normal procedure, notices are given and negotiating 
sessions take place. Unless the company was prepared to challenge 
the representation of that particular union among its workers, then 
the negotiations would go on as they previously did. 

Mr. Arens. Could you give me a little kindergarten education here 
on just how that comes about. I think the 1 ecord probably could well 
profit by reflecting your observations on this. 

The Western Union Co. and the RCAC are undoubtedly great in- 
dustrial concerns, great concerns of this Nation. Now, how do you 
account for the fact that they would enter into an agreement with an 
organization for the purpose of employment of people i in those con- 
cerns when that organization has been expelled as a Communist- 
controlled organization ? 

Mr. Srernserc. Well, I frankly cannot tell you what the thinking 
of the people who run the Western Union Telegraph Co. is, but they 
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probably had a discussion among themselves and said, “Well, this is 
none of our business”; that is all. 

Mr. Arens. I thought perhaps there might be something behind it 
along this line: That ‘the American Communications Association had 
been certified as the bargaining agent by the National Labor Relations 
Board for purpose of negotiating with these companies. 

Mr. SrernserG. They did have such a certification and I believe it 
happened in 1944. 

Mr. Arens. Could you enlighten me as to why the National Labor 
Relations Board would not withdraw a certification of a union which 
had been determined to be Communist-controlled? I am asking now 
purely for kindergarten purposes, because I think our record ought 
to reflect here the basis for this situation. 

Mr. Srernperc. From my own limited knowledge, I don’t think the 
Board has that power. 

Mr. Arens. It doesn’t have the power ? 

Mr. Srerserc. I don’t believe so. I don’t think they have that 
power. 

Mr. Harris. Not if 9 (h) is applied. 

Mr. Sretnserc. All the Board is empowered to do is to hold : 
representation election to determine which organization the wor Sas 
want, and that election is held after a union files a petition for the 
election. Now, once the election is over and the workers have deter- 
mined which organization they choose, the Board is obligated to 
grant a certification. 

Mr. Arens. Then I take it that somewhere along the line the workers 
of the American Communications Association have, in a free and 
fair election, actually elected the present Communist leadership; is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Srerneerc. They designated the organization as their collec- 
tive-bargaining representative, and within their own constitutional 
procedures they evidently elected these people as their officers. 

Mr. Arens. For the benefit of this Internal Security Subcommittee 
which is making this study and investigation of communism in the 
United States, do you have any suggestions to make from the stand- 
point of legislation, prospective legislation, so as to safeguard the 
interests of this country on situations such as this? 

Mr. Sremeerc. Well, frankly, I haven't given it too much thought, 
and I wouldn’t be prepared to outline any recommendations for spe- 
cific legislation to control these people. . 

Mr. Arens. Does it not occur to you that there is a serious situation 
here where you have some 5,000 people in the communications indus- 
try working in day-by-day operations under the jurisdiction of a. 
union which your great labor organization has found to be Communist: 
controlled ? 

Mr. SretneerG. Well, there is a danger there, and the CIO has 
taken the most positive action that there is to break the back of these 
Communist-dominated unions. The CIO is continuing to expose 
them and take over their jurisdiction. 

Now, when we say that 5,000 workers are dominated, I previously 
pointed out that these 5,000 are—and I think you will agree with 
me—in the main, not Communists. Probably 99 percent of them 
are not. The danger is that the leaders of this organization have 
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access to the plant, they have access to the people, they can pound 
them with their propaganda, they can seek converts among these 
5,000 people, and they don’t need too many in order to achieve their 
purposes. 

Mr. Arens. That is historically the pattern of the Communist 
conspiracy in this country, is it not, to get their people in key posttions 
where they can wield the greatest influence, the nerve centers? 

Mr. SrernserG. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. May I ask you about the messages of the companies 
with which the American Communications Association has contracts. 

Do you have any apprehensions respecting the transmission or leak- 
ing to the Communists of restrictive secur ity messages which would be 
handled by people allied with the Communists in the American Com- 
munications Association ? 

Mr. Srernserc. Well, I might have some apprehension, but it doesn’t 
particularly confine itself to the ACA. I mean that apprehension 
would go to any other industry that is not dominated by a Communist 
union. You might have Communit Party people in various plants 
throughout the United States, where these people would take action 
in the event of a conflict with the Soviet Union. It has nothing to do 
with the union in that particular plant being controlled by the Com- 





munists. 
We have a similar situation in regard to communications aboard 
ship. 


Now, while we were in the ACA, TI grant you, that the Communist 
leadership of the international had access to these radio officers and 
tried to convert them to their course of communism. I doubt very 
much that these men on board the ships would have conveyed any 
information to them, unless they were actually Communists. 

Now, the security program in regard to the maritime industry calls 
for the removal of all Communists and known Communist party- 
liners from positions as radio officers aboard our ships, and we support 
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that program. 
Mr. Carrer. Does your union have any control of officers operating ; 
on commercial shore stations which broadcast to ships? } 


Mr. Srermperc. No; we don’t have any control of that. 

Mr. Carrer. Is it possible that Communists operating from shore 
stations could send and receive messages from Moscow, China, or from 
ships at sea, because of the equipment ‘they have in these shore stations? 

Mr. Srernpere. Yes; they could use that equipment, and I dare say 
that they could do considerable damage to United States interests in 
the event of a conflict with the Soviet Union. 

Mr. Carrer. Do you know of any instances in which messages of 
that tvpe have been transmitted ? 

Mr. Sreinverc. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Steinberg, vou have discussed with us here the 
seriousness of the situation in which you have a Communist-dominated 
union with contracts in certain of the great industrial estab- 
lishments of this Nation. You have told us what the CIO has done 
from the standpoint of expelling them from the CIO. And, on the 
basis of your background and experience, do you have any suggestions 
to make as to what else could be done to protect the secur ity interests of 
this Nation ? 
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Mr. Sremnserc. Well, frankly, as I have said, I am not prepared to 
offer any program along these lines at this particular time. 

Mr. Arens. But do you feel that, even though the American Com- 
munications Association has been expelled from the CIO, there still 
is the threat, because it is still in operation ? 

Mr. Sremnperc. There is that threat, I will agree to that, but let 
us say this: Assuming that the American Communications Associa- 
tion was deprived of its bargaining rights and the workers chose an- 
other organization, now, that automatically would remove the offi- 
cers of ACA as an influence among those workers. However, it will 
not remove those people who are members of the Communist Party, 
and who might do damage in the event of any conflict between our 
Nation and the Soviet Union. 

Now, a security program—and I believe there are laws that take 
care of this now, where people of that kind can be removed—would 
help. Of my own personal knowledge, I know that our Justice De- 
partment has been very active in tracking down known Communists, 
known subversives, and I dare say that in the event of conflict these 
people will be picked up. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. Arens. What about before the conflict actually would ensue? 

Mr. Srernuerc. Well, in sensitive spots like the merchant marine 
they are doing that now; they are removing them. Where there is 
any doubt of any man, he is removed first and questions asked later. 
He is given a hearing and he has to clear himself. 

Now, we have got the maritime industry pretty well cleared up now. 
Evidently, perhaps a program of that kind shoud be started in coastal 
stations, and in cables, but it runs deeper than just to the union that 
is involved. 

Mr. Arens. Oh, yes; thereis no question about that, Mr. Steinberg. 

A little aside now from the American Communications Association, 
what other unions have been expelled from the CIO because of Com- 
munist control ? 

Mr. Sreinperc. There was the United Electrical Workers: the Fur 
and Leather Workers; there was the United Office and Professional 
Workers: there is the United Public Workers; the Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers; the ILWU ; the Marine Cooks and Stewards 

Mr. Arens. The ILWU is the International Longshoremen’s 
Union ? 

Mr. Srernserc. The International Longshoremen and Warehouse- 
men’s Union. 

The International Fishermen’s Union. 

Mr. Harris. There is a question about Farm Equipment. It merged 
with the UE and they were expelled simultaneously with that merger. 
I don’t know whether you would consider it a separate expulsion or not. 

Mr. Srernperc. They were an international union and the official 
action was taken to expel them. 

Mr. Harris. You have the Public Workers. 

There is the Food, Tobacco, and Agricultural Workers. 

Mr. Svernpera. The Food, Tobacco, and Agricultural Workers. 

Those are the 10 organizations. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Steinberg, what is your information respecting a 
new election which would affect the status of the American Commu- 
nications Association ? 
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Mr. Srernperc. Well, I am of the opinion that the Western Union 
workers do not want to belong to a Communist-dominated organiza- 
tion, and they don’t want a Communist organization as their collec- 
tive-bargaining representative. And my information at the present 
time is that the CLO Communication Workers of America is conduct- 
ing an organizing drive in Western Union, and intends to conduct 
drives in RCAC and Western Union Cables; and as soon as those 
drives show any success the NLRB will be petitioned for a new elec- 
tion, and the workers will have an opportunity to choose between the 
Communist-dominated ACA and the Communication Workers of 
America, CIO. 

Mr. Arens. Thank you very much, Mr. Steinberg. You will be 
released from your subpena. 

Mr. Srernserc. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 3:12 p. m., the hearing was recessed, subject to 


call.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 16, 1951 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNAL SECURITY 
OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to recess, in room 424, Senate 
Office Building, Hon. Willis Smith presiding. 

Present: Senators Smith and Jenner. 

Also present: Richard Arens, staff director of the subcommittee ; 
Mitchel M. Carter, and Donald D. Connors, Jr., investigators. 

Senator Smiru. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Will all of you stand, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give in this matter 
now pending before the committee will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. I do. 

Mr. Lirrie. I do. 

Mr. Heserron. I do. 

Mr. Mircue ty. | do. 

Mr. Suute. I do. 

Mr. Waters. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest that each of the gentle- 
men around the table at this time identify himself, and then we will 
proceed, if it meets with the pleasure of the chairman, to a more de- 
tailed interrogation at this time of Mr. Wilcox. 

Would you kindly identify yourself, please, Mr. Wilcox ? 


TESTIMONY OF J. L. WILCOX, VICE PRESIDENT, EMPLOYEE 
RELATIONS; G. P. LITTLE, ASSISTANT GENERAL MANAGER, 
METROPOLITAN DIVISION; K. B. MITCHELL, DIRECTOR OF INTER- 
NATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS; E. R. SHUTE, VICE PRESIDENT, 
OPERATIONS, WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH CO., NEW YORK, 
N. Y.; K. W. HEBERTON, ASSISTANT VICE PRESIDENT, PUBLIC 
RELATIONS, WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH CO., WASHINGTON, 
D. C.; AND JOHN H. WATERS, GENERAL ATTORNEY, WESTERN 
UNION TELEGRAPH CO., NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Mr. Wurcox. My name is J. L. Wilcox, and I am vice president, 
employee relations, Western Union Telegraph Co., 60 Hudson Street, 
New York. 

Mr. Lrrrie. Lam G. P. Little, assistant general manager, Metropoli- 
tan Division, Western Union, 60 Hudson Street, New York. 
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Mr. Hepserron. K. W. Heberton, assistant vice president, public 
relations, 1405 G Street NW, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Mrrenetn. K. B. Mitchell, director of international communi- 
cations, Western Union Telegraph Co., 60 Hudson Street, New York. 
*Mr. Suure. E. R. Shute, vice president, operations, 60 Hudson 

Street, New York. 

Mr. Warers. John H. Waters, general attorney. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Wilcox, you are appearing today in response 
to a subpena which was served upon you by a member of the staff of 
the Internal Security Subcommittee ? 

Mr. Witcox. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you occupied the present position, the 
position which you now occupy with the Western Union Telegraph 
Co.? 

Mr. Wucox. Since August 1950, in the capacity of vice president, 
and since January 1949 as director of employee relations. 

Mr. Arpns. And what was your assignment or position prior to 
that time? 

Mr. Wixcox. I was assistant to the department head prior to that 
time. I became department head in January 1949. 

Mr. Arens. And what was your position prior to that time? 

Mr. Wixcox. Assistant vice president in charge of employee rela- 
tions. 

Mr. Arens. Would you go on with your chronology in reverse, here, 
to tell us what your background was prior to the time you have just 
indicated ? 

Mr. Witcox. My background with Western Union is about 23 years’ 
service. I entered the service as an engineering apprentice in 1928. 
I was connected with the traffic department, which is now known as 
the operations department, until November 1947, at which time I 
entered the field of employee relations on a full-time basis. My 
activity for 10 years prior to 1947 was, to a great extent, specializing 
on employee relations as it applied in the operations department. I 
am an engineer by training, and my background in Western Union 
has been along the lines of operations and employee-relations work. 

Mr. Arens. Now, on - basis of your background and experience in 
the Western Union Co., I assume you are in a position to inform the 
committee respecting ae yarious employ ee organizations with which 
the Western Union Co. has been dealing in the course of the many years 
in which you have been connected with the Western Union Co. ? 

Mr. Wiicox. Yes; I feel that I am competent to answer questions 
along that line. 

Mr. Arens. Now, prior to 1938, would you kindly inform the com- 
mittee of the name of the organization which represented the em- 
ployees of the Western Union Co. ¢ 

Mr. Wiicox. Prior to 1938, the employees in Western Union were 
represented by an association known as the Association of Western 
Union Employees. That organization had been in existence since 
around 1918. 

The Association of Western Union Employees was organized on a 
divisional basis. It had a general officer. The principal distinction 
it had at that time was that all of the association members were West- 
ern Union employees. The division officers, the general officers, were 


Sh ton ate MOM eS i, Aca A i to ONS dP IE OR 







ached aw ai eae ta SAIS 8 ES ca PRR RA LE CLL eh RE 





SSIS! 





SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 69 


all on leave from the company to act in the capacity of association 
officials. 

Mr. Arens. What was the nature of the Association of Western 
Union Employees from the standpoint of eligibility to membership ? 
Were all employees of Western Union eligible to membership, or only 
certain categories ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. No; all the Western Union employees were eligible for 
membership. 

Mr. Arens. And did all or virtually all of the employees affiliate 
themselves with the organization ¢ 

Mr. Wivcox. A high percentage did. 

Mr. Arens. What happened on November 1, 1938, or thereabouts, 
with reference to the employee organization ¢ 

Mr. Wiicox. The Association of Radio Telegraphers 

Mr. Arens. That was the American Radio Telegraphists Associa- 
tion ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. ARTA; that is right. It was on April 8, 1938, that a 
complaint was issued by the National Labor Relations Board on 
charges filed by the Association of Radio Telegraphists, on the basis 
that the Association of Western Union Employees was a company- 
dominated union. 

Mr. Arens. And what happened as a result of that complaint? 

Mr. Wixcox. The Association of Western Union Employees was 
finally declared a company-dominated union and was ordered dis- 
established; then went through litigation, and it finally took place 
that the company appealed the decision to the United States circuit 
court of appeals, which rendered its decision on August 8, 1940, 
aflirming the disestablishment of the association. 

Mr. Arens. Now, what happened then? Following the disestab- 
lishment of the Association of Western Union Employees, what was 
the next significant occurrence in the employee relationship of the 
Western Union Telegraph Co. ? 

Mr. Witcox. The membe rship of Western Union was thrown open 
to organizational attempts on the part of the various union organ- 
izations available. We went through a period of recognition of 
different unions and finally reached ‘the point where we had about 
100 contracts with 100 different units, most of which were represented 
by the American Federation of Labor. In five instances, however, 
the units were won by the American Communications Association, 
which was formerly the Association of Radio Telegr: aphists. 

Mr. Arens. Didn’t the American Communications Association, just 
to clear the record, come into existence as a result of a merger between 
two other labor units? 

Mr. Wiicox. My understanding is that the American Communi- 
cations Association came into being through the changing of the 
name of the Association of Radio Telegraphists to the name of the 
American Communications Association. 

Mr. Arens. Wasn't there, at that point, a merger with another 
association of radio telegraphers ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. Not to my knowledge, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Then we are down to what period, now? About 1943 

1944? 
Mr. Witcox. We are in the 1942, 1945, 1944 period. 
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Mr. Arens. And the American Communications Association at that 
time, as I understand from your testimony, represented employees 
of the Western Union Telegraph Co. in about five of the local units; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Wiicox. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Those local units were principally in and around New 
York City, were they not ? 

Mr. Witcox. No; they were not. To name the five units, it was 
New York City; Duluth, Minn.—— 

Mr. Arens. New York City was the largest unit, was it not? 

Mr. Witcox. That was the largest. by far. It was New York C ity; 
Duluth, Minn.; Detroit, Mich.; $ Salt Lake City, Utah, and one of 
the districts in our lake division, the district being a geographical 
area composed of smaller offices. 

Mr. Arens. Now, around that time, around about 1943, there was 
a merger between the Western Union and the Postal Telegr aph com- 
panies; is that not true? 

Mr. Wiicox. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. What happened to the employees and their labor organ- 
ization, which had contracts with Postal Telegraph ? 

Mr. Witcox. The contract which the American Communications 
Association had with the Postal Telegraph Co. was continued for 3 
months, from October 7, 1943, to January 7, 1944, initially. 

Mr, Arens. May I interpose this question: Did ACA, the Amer- 
ican Communications Association, have all of the contract rights with 
the Postal Telegraph Co. at the time of the merger ? 

Mr. Wucox. They did with the exception of a small segment of 
country, the northwest section, which was represented by the IBEW. 

Mr. Arens. But the American Communications Association in 1943 
had most of the contracts with Postal Telegraph; is that correct ? 

Mr. Witcox. They did. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Now let us move on to September of 
1943. What is the CTU? 

Mr. Witcox. That is the Commercial Telegraphers Union, which is 
affiliated with the American Federation of Labor. 

Mr. Arens. What significant event took place on or about Septem- 
ber 1943, involving the CTU? Was there a petition filed by CTU 
with the National Labor Relations Board for an election among the 
employees of the merged company ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. Not in September 1943. 

Mr. Suure. Yes, I think there was. 

Mr. Wiicox. That is right. On September 9, 1943, they filed 
petition for a Nation-wide election. 

Mr. Arens. That was a Nation-wide election for a single bargain- 
ing agency for all of the employees of the merged Western Union 
and Postal Telegraph; is that correct / 

Mr. Wiurcox. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, tell us what transpired there. 

Mr. Witcox. A petition was filed with the regional director in 
Kansas City, Mo., and because of the Nation-wide interest in the situa- 
tion the Board transferred the case to the national offices in October 
1943. 

Mr. Arens. Do you happen to know who the NLRB examiner was 
at that time, that handled the case? 
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Mr. Wircox. No, I do not. 

Mr. Arens. Was it Sam Jaffe? 

Mr. Witcox. Not to my knowledge. It was not Sam Jaffe. Sam 
Jaffe handled the certification hearings at a later date. 

Mr. Arens. I see. Then I am injecting his name prematurely, 
here, in the course of the events. Proceed, if you please. 

Mr. Witcox. The hearings were started in December 1943, and they 
continued until April 20, 1944. 

Mr. Arens. Now, what was the position of the Western Union Co. 
with reference to a Nation-wide single bargaining agency for em- 
ployees / 

Mr. Witcox. We strongly advocated that our employees be repre- 
sented by a single unit. 

Mr. Arens. And what was the position of the American Communi- 
cations Association ? 

Mr. Witcox. They wanted the continuation of the hundred-odd 
units that we had previously established, on the basis that each unit 
should be certified separately and later collectively put into one unit, 
depending on who won thee ‘lection. 

Mr. Arens. What was the decision of the Board ? 

Mr. Wincox. The decision of the Board was that we should establish 
seven units, six representing six divisions, and the home office being 
the seventh unit. 

Mr. Arens. Where was the American Communications Associa- 
tion’s strength at that time, and how did it come out on the parceling 
of the units / 

Mr. Witcox. The strength of the American Communications Asso- 
ciation was centered in the metropolitan New York area. That was 
one of the units set up by the NLRB examiner, and the results of the 
certification, the election, were that the American Communications 
Association won that division. 

Mr. Arens. Well, now, what had been the position of the National 
Labor Relations Board prior to this particular decision with reference 
to certifying bargaining units on a national basis, particularly with 
reference to Postal Telegraph ? 

Mr. Witcox. Postal Telegraph was organized on a national basis, 
with the exception of that one segment which was re presented by the 
IBEW in the northwestern section of the United States. 

Mr. Arens. What was the percentage of votes of the American 
Communications Association as compared with the votes garnered 
by the A. F. of L. on the Nation-wide basis ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. On a Nation-wide basis, the American Communica- 
tions Association received 10,634 votes, as compared to the A. F. of L. 
20.085 votes. 

Mr. Arens. But am I correct in my in terpretation of the facts th: at 
the vast majority of the American Communications Association’s 
He were garnered in New York C ity, in the seventh unit? Is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Witcox. That is correct. To be exact, the total eligible votes 
in the metropolitan division were 5,341. There were 3,505 votes east 
ef which the American Communications Association garnered 2.266, 
as against 1,066 forthe A. F. of L. 

Mr. Arens. Now, to get our chronology straight in the record, we 
are at about 1945 at this time, are we not, when the ACA was certified 
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as the bargaining agent to deal with the Western Union Co. in New 
York City 7 Isthat correct ? 

Mr. Wrrcox. You are a little bit ahead of this story. Those figures 
I just read were the original certification of the American Commu- 
nications Association in Western Union, which was in 1942. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, but I am now up to 1945, when the American 
Communications Association has been certified by the National Labor 
Relations Board as the bargaining agent in New York City, the sev- 
enth unit or seventh district, for the purpose of bargaining with 
Western Union; is that correct ? 

Mr. Witcox. That is right. That isthe second election. 

Mr. Arens. Now, since the American Communications Association 
has been certified as the bargaining agent in the seventh unit, which 
is the New York area, has it continuously maintained that status as 
the bargaining agent inthe New York area ? 

Mr. Wircox. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Has it, at any time since 1945 been certified as the bar- 
gaining agent outside of the New York area? 

Mr. Wiicox. No. 

Mr. Arens. How many employees of the Western Union Co, are 
members of the American Communications Association ¢ 

Mr. Wiicox. That is a rather difficult question for me to answer, 
Mr. Arens. I don’t know how many are actually members. I would 

say that in the unit represented by the American Communications 
Association the percentage of members is high. On the Nation-wide 
basis, of course—— 

Mr. Arens. May I put my question a little bit differently? How 
many employees of the Western Union, for whom the American Com- 
munications Association bargains in New York City, are there? 

Mr. Wircox. Approximately 5,500. 

Mr. Arens. Does the American Communications Association bar- 
gain not only for Western Union but also for Western Union Cable? 

Mr. Witcox. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, do you have information respecting the other 
companies with whom the American Communications Association 
does the bargaining as a certified bargaining agent? 

Mr. Wircox. I have very little information. I have knowledge of 
the fact that the American Communications Association does bargain 
for employees in other companies. 

Mr. Arens. Well, they bargain for RCAC, do they not? 

Mr. Wiicox. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. What is RCAC? 

Mr. Wucox. That is the Radio Corp. of America Communications, 

Mr. Arens. -They bargain also, do they not, for five or six small 

radio stations ? 

Mr. Witcox. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And may I ask you if they bargain for Mackay ? 

Mr. Wircox. I don’t believe they bargain for Mackay, since the 
strike in 1947. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other companies with whom the Ameri- 

can Communications Association bargains as the certified bargaining 
an certified by the NLRB? 

Mr. Wixcox. You have covered the companies with which they do 
bargain, to the best of my knowledge. I don’t know any further. 
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Mr. Little mentions the ADT. They do bargain for employees. 
That is American District Telegraph. 

Mr. Suvute. But that is not communications. 

Mr. Arens. I understood you to say a moment ago that there are 
approximately 5,500 employees of the Western Union Co. in the New 
York area represented by the American Communications Association. 
Is that correct ¢ 


Mr. Wiicox. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information or a good estimate to make 
on the number of employees in other organizations that are represented 
by the American Communications Association as the certified bar- 
gaining agent ? 

Mr. Witcox. Well, roughly, I would say that, of course, we are 
their biggest unit by far. I understand that the RCA has around a 
thousand employees. As to some of these radio stations, I have seen 
the number of employees involved in their unit, and they are small, 
something like 30. I would say outside of the Western Union Tele- 
graph Co., the largest unit that they have is the RCAC. 

Mr. Arens. Now, who, among the employees, are embraced in the 
American Communications Association bargaining procedures? Do 
they bargain for all employees, certain categories of employees, or 
what is the situation ? 

Mr. Witcox. They bargain for all employees in the bargaining units 
of those particular units, 

Mr. Arens. Could you be a little bit more specific ? 

Mr. Witcox. The National Labor Relations Board, upon setting up 
the appropriate bargaining unit, specifies certain employees as non- 
negotiable or excluded from membership in the union, and at the 
same time designates those employees who are eligible for representa- 

tion by a bargaining unit. Roughly speaking, top management and 
a certain way down on the supervisory scale are excluded from the 
bargaining unit. 

Mr. Arens. But exclusive of these groups that you have just men- 
tioned, the ACA bargains for all of the other employees; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And I assume that the situation to your knowledge is 
the same in the other companies, such as RCAC, the radio stations, 
and so forth, that we have mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Wircox. I assume that that is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, do you have information respecting the expul- 
sion of the American Communications Association from the CIO be- 

cause the CIO found that it was promoting the purpose of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Wiicox. I have the information as contained in the public press 
and common knowledge, that they were expelled from the CIO, I be- 
lieve it was last June—June of 1950. I understand the reasons there- 
for were that they adhered to the Communist Party line rather than 
the policy of the CIO. 

Mr. Arens. I was just asking the question to be sure the record 
reflects your knowledge that the ACA has been expelled by the CIO. 
Now, since the expulsion of the American Communications Associa- 
tion from the CTO, have you negotiated with or entered into contracts 
with the American Communications Association ? 
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Mr. Wicox. The last contract with the American Communications 
Association was signed in April 1950. 

Mr. Arens. That was, then, before the expulsion of ACA from the 
CIO? 

Mr. Wiicox. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, do the officials of the American Communications 
Association, under their contract rights, or under their practices, have 
access to the facilities, the plants, the offices, of the Western Union 
or of Western Union Cable? And, by the way, from now on out when 
I speak of Western Union I will embrace both Western Union and 
Western Union Cable, because they are tied up together. 

Mr. Wiicox. That question has to be qualified, but I can best an- 
swer it by explaining the situation. 

Mr. Warers. Pardon me. May I suggest that you have two points 
there, under the contract, and under their practice, as I understand 
your question, Mr. Arens. Perhaps they had better be taken sepa- 
rately. 

Mr. Arens. What I want to know is whether they have access, irre- 
spective of how they get there. 

Mr. Wucox. Under the contract, I don’t understand your point 
there. I don’t understand why you say “under the contract would 
they have access to the business or the communications facilities?” 

Mr. Arens. I was interrogating you with respect to whether or not 
the contract provides that the officials of the American Communica- 
tions Association may have access to the plant for the purpose, osten- 
sibly, at least, of talking to the employees with reference to labor 
problems. 

Mr. Wiicox. They don’t have access to the plant in that sense. Of 
course, we have stewards all through the units, and these stewards are 
officials of the labor organization. 

Mr. Arens. By “the labor organization” you mean the American 
Communications Association ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. The American Communications Association. And, 
as such, they are continually exposed to the telegraph facilities of 
the company. 

Mr. Arens. Let’s clear that. just a little bit, if you please. The 
stewards are employees of the Western Union Co., are they not ! 

Mr. Witcox. That is right. They are. 

Mr. Arens. And the term “steward” refers to a person who is in 
a particular official capacity in the American Communications Asso- 
ciation; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Wixcox. That is right. The union policemen; you could put 
it that way. 

Mr. Arens. Now, who elects the stewards / 

Mr. Wiicox. You are getting into union organization, which I am 
not too familiar with. As I understand it, they are appointed by the 
officials of the American Communications Association. 

Mr. Arens. Then the steward has a sense of responsibility or a 
sense of loyalty because of that designation, to the official of the union 
who appoints him, the president of the union; is that correct ? 

Mr. Witcox. He certainly does. 

Mr. Arens. Do these stewards who are appointed by the officials 
of the American Communications Association have access to all com- 
munications which are handled by the Western Union Telegraph Co. ? 
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Mr. Witcox. I wouldn’t say all because they have access to all com- 
munications that are handled in their particular section. 

Mr. Arens. That is what I mean. 

Mr. Wucox. They do. 

Mr. Arens. Is there any allocation of function among the stew- 
ards and in their supervisory work, so as to parcel them away from 
restricted information, restricted telegrams or communications which 
are handled by Western Union ¢ 

Mr. Wixcox. In our operation, I don’t think that that would be 
practical or possible. 

Mr. Arens. Then I take it your answer is “No,” that they are not ¢ 

Mr. Wixcox. The answer is “No.” 

Mr. Arens. Well, let me just pose a hypothetical case to you, and 
{ don’t think it takes much imagination to grasp what the committee 
is concerned with here, at this point at least. Let’s assume that the 
Defense Department sends a telegram which has right on the face 
of the telegram “restricted” over the cables of the Western Union 
Cable Co. pertaining to defense, some defense proposition, or pertain- 
ing to some defense production. Would the stewards who are ap- 
pointed by the official of the American Communications Association 
have an opportunity to read that telegram or read that information 
or acquire that knowledge in some way / 

Mr. Witcox. If it were sent as a commercial telegram and it passed 
over the circuits flowing through New York City, the answer is “Yes.” 

Mr. Saute. But may I interject? I do not know of any restricted 
telegrams being sent by the Defense Department being handled by the 
communications companies. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you proceed with your discussion of the 
access to the plants of the Western Union Co. by the officials of the 
union themselves, as distinguished from the stewards who are ap- 
pointed by the officials of the union ¢ 

Mr. Wiicox. Well, I can give you a better example, of a high ofli- 
cial in the union, a high American Communications Association official, 
having access to our facilities, and that is in loeal 11, which is the 
cable unit of the American Communications Association. Mr. Frank 
Lenahan is, I believe, president or secretary-treasurer of that unit. 
He is only employed part time in his capacity as an official of the union, 
and the balance of his time he is an operator in our cable section at 
10 Broad Street, New York. 

Mr. Arens. This Mr. Lenahan you are speaking of works part time 
for the American Communications Association as a paid employee of 
the American Communications Association? Is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Wicox. I can’t testify as to whether he gets paid or not. I 
assume he does. I know we don’t pay him. But he does do consid- 
erable union work. He bargains with my department for contracts 
and spends considerable time on it, and when he is not busy on Ameri- 
can Communications Association work he is a full-time employee of 
Western Union. 

Mr. Warers. And paid as such. 

Mr. Arens. But he has, then, access to the facilities of the Western 
Union Co. ? 

Mr. Wucox. Yes; cables. 
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Mr. Arens. Have you had occasion to acquire information respect- 
ing the dissemination of the Communist propaganda among your em- 
ployees by the officials or representatives of the American Commu- 
nications Association ? 

Mr. Wixcox. No. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had occasion to read the official publication 
of the American Communications Association? The paper? 

Mr. Witcox. Yes. I read them all. 

Mr. Arens. Do you happen to know who is editor of that ? 

Mr. Wiicox. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Arens. What is the name of the publication ? 

Mr. Witcox. ACA News. I know that Kehoe has a lot to do with 
it. I don’t know whether he is editor or not. 

Mr. Arens. Do you happen to know anything about Kehoe’s back- 
ground ? 

Mr. Wiicox. I wouldn’t say I don’t know anything. I bargain with 
him extensively in connection with contracts. Outside of that, I don’t 


have much occasion to know his background. I understand he is of 
lrish descent. 


Mr. Arens. I meant his loyalty. 

Mr. Wuicox. Well, I realize that his loyalty has been questioned 
in some quarters, but, as far as my dealings with him are concerned, 
he adheres strictly to union business. He very assiduously avoids 
any discussion outside of that realm. 

Mr. Arens. Since the CIO expelled the American Communications 
Association because it promoted the purposes of the Communist Party, 
what have you done to ascertain who among the ringleaders and driv- 
ing forces of the American Communications Association are Com- 
munists ? 

Mr. Witcox. I feel there is very little we can do, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. No; I mean what have you done to ascertain what the 
facts are. 

Mr. Witcox. Well, we have watched the actions of this organiza- 
tion in complying with the Taft-Hartley Act. 

Mr. Arens. Under the Taft-Hartley Act they have to swear that 
they are not Communists, don’t they ? 

Mr. Waters. And they have done that. 

Mr. Arens. Of course, you have no doubt in your mind but what a 
Communist would swear that he isn’t a Communist without any 
qualms at all. 


Mr. Wiicox. I think a Communist would lie at any time to serve his 
own purpose. 

Mr. Arens. What have you done with respect to the expulsion of 
the American Communications Association, which bargains for some 
5,500 of your employees, by the CIO, to ascertain who, among the 
ringleaders of the American Communications Association, are Com- 
munists, have Communist tie-ups, and are propagating the Commu- 
nist philosophy among the employees? 

Mr. Witcox. I don’t know how to answer your question, because I 
fee] that there was little that I could do. 


Mr. Arens. I don’t mean what you did about it; I mean what have 
you done to acquire the information ? 


Mr. Witcox. I have always read all I possibly could on the subject, 
and I keep my ear close to the ground. And I was particularly inter- 
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ested in sending up a trial balloon. They petitioned the NLRB for a 
union shop, and I felt there was a chance for some governmental 
organization to step into this picture. If these people were Commu- 
nists, I didn’t think that a Government body would certify a bunch of 
Communists to have the privilege of a union shop in our organization. 
But that election was held, and 61 percent of the employees did vote 
for union shop, in spite of the fact that all those that didn’t vote 
counted as a “no” vote. So it meant to me that there 61 percent of 
these people represented by the American Communications Associa- 
tion that came out and said, “Yes: we want this crowd.” On the other 
hand, they said also to me that “the National Labor Relations Board 
told me that Communist or otherwise it was my duty as a company 
official to bargain with these people under the penalty of an unfair 
labor practice if I did not.’ 

Mr. Arens. Now, under the national labor relations law there is 
provision for decertification of a bargaining agency, is there not, under 
certain conditions? 

Mr. Wiecox. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, what has Western Union done, or what does it 
propose to do. to cause the American Communications Association to 
he decertified ? 

Mr. Warrrs. Mr. Arens, I think you are perhaps laboring under a 
misconception about that. This union has filed an affidavit. They 
are in compliance with the Taft-Hartley Act. The Board has held 
that even though an employer knows or suspects that such a union is 
Communist or Communist-dominated, it still is obliged to bargain 
with them. Now, there is no basis for any petition for decertification, 
as I know the law, on this subject. 

Mr. Arens. Well, the law does provide for decertification, does it 
not ¢ 

Mr. Warers. Yes; but I don’t think there is any basis for decertifica- 
tion on the fact that this is a Communist union, inasmuch as they have 
filed non-Communist affidavits. 

Mr. Arens. Then we are getting some place. I just wanted to get 
that point clear as to whv something is not being done. 

Mr. Warers. We can’t do anything about it. I will refer you to 
the Sunbeam case, in which the Board held just that. We are power- 
less to do anything about this union under the law as it stands today. 

Mr. Arens. That is just one reason why this committee is in exist- 
ence, to see what can be done on situations of this kind. 

Senator SmrrH. Even though you know it, if they have made a 
pro forma oath that is all you can do. 

Mr. Warers. On this point, mav I just read to you from this Sun- 
beam Corp. case? The Board ruled that if officers of a union represent- 
ing the majority of employees have filed non-Communist affidavits, the 
employer must bargain with the union even if he knows or suspects 
that the union is actually Communist-dominated. It is neither the 
employer’s responsibility nor that of the NLRB to pass upon the 
truthfulness of the affidavits. The Board further stated that Congress 
had chosen to meet the Communist problem— 
not by writing qualifications into the substantive or definitional portions of the 
act but by enacting procedural requirements. The question whether some per- 
sons filing the non-Communist affidavits required have committed perjury was 
clearly intended by Congress to be the concern of the Department of Justice. 
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Therefore, the Board held that the employer’s refusal to bargain 
was an unfair labor practice. The citation is 93 N. L. R. B. No. 217, 
decided April 5, 1951. 

Mr. Arens. I propose now, if it meets with the pleasure of the chair- 
man, to interrog: ite the witness with respect to the pattern of experi- 
ence with the American Communications Association, the experience 
which the Western Union Corp. has had with the American Com- 
munications Association. 

And would you just proceed at your own pace now, please, Mr. 
Wilcox, to discuss the experiences which you have had ? 

Mr. Wixcox. Since the entry of the ACA into the domestic telegr: aph 
field, the ACA has been responsible for many disruptions of service 
in both the domestic and the eable units. 

Mr. Arens. May I just interpose this question: What has been the 
general labor experience of the Western Union since the American 
Communications Association came in as a bargaining agent in the 
seventh unit with other bargaining agencies other than the ACA 4 

Mr. Witcox. You mean to draw a comparison between the A. F, of 
L. and the ACA, I presume. 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Wucox. Well, sometimes I think with respect to matters of 
bargaining with unions, there isn’t too much distinction. It is so 
hard for me to distinguish between what might be termed a good union 
practice from a union standpoint and some of these acts which we 
might feel are subversive from a communistic angle. 

Mr. Arens. How about the work stoppages‘ How many work 
stoppages have you had with your A. F. of L.-represented labor 
groups ¢ 

Mr. Wixcox. On that comparison, of course, the stoppage has been 
far less in A. F. of L. than in the ACA. 

Mr. Arens. How many work stoppages have you had with A. F. 
of L. groups? 

Mr. Witcox. We had on one occasion, in 1945, a stoppage for about 
5 hours in about five different offices. 

Mr. Arens. How did the work stoppages run with unit 7, which 
is bargained for by the American Communications Association ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. We have had two major strikes. We had one in 1946 
in the domestic field, which lasted for about 6 weeks, and another one 
in local 11, the cable field, which lasted about 3 months. 

Mr. Arens. Would you just proceed at your own pace to outline, 
for the enlightenment of the committee, your pattern of experience 
with the American Communications Association 4 

Mr. Wi.cox. I think it is significant to point out that ectnough this 
American Communications Association was certified in 1942, I might 

call attention to the fact that the United States was at war with 
Germany at that particular time, and there was a period of coopera- 
tion. We had very little difficulty. Production was at a good rate, 
and there were no stoppages. 

Mr. Arens. At that time the Soviet Union was also in war. 

Mr. Witcox. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. What was the official propaganda line of the American 
Communications Association prior to the time that Soviet Russia got 
into the war 
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Mr. Wiicox. Their attitude then was noncooperation, and imme- 
diately upon the entry of the Soviet Union into the war, the attitude 
changed entirely. They were helpful and cooperative, and “We must 
produce and win this war.” 

Mr. Waters. They urged speed-ups. 

Mr. Arens. Prior to the time that Russia got into the war, did the 
American Communications Association line follow the theme of “The 
Yanks are not coming” ? 

Mr. Wivcox. I don’t recall that, Mr. Arens. I don’t recall that 
specifically; no. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Now, after the Soviet Union got into 
the war, you got pretty good cooperation; is that correct 4 

Mr. Witcox. We did. And I want to point out in our pattern of 
experience with the ACA nothing of material value happened until 
1945, about November of 1945. 

Mr. Arens. That is when the Soviet Union and the United States 
started parting company ? 

Mr. Witcox. That is right. The war was over, and it looked 
though the honeymoon was over. 

The first instance I would like to relate is on November ~ 1945, 
Thanksgiving Day, when the chief messenger steward, a Mr. James 
Ryan, in violation of the contract, took 140 automobile messengers, 
or 76 percent of that force, in Brooklyn, out of work. He didn’t report 
as scheduled. I would like to point out that the load on Thanksgiving 
Day is usually abnormally heavy at that time, and as a result of this 
action the messages in that area were seriously delayed. 

Five days later, November 27, 1945, ee pressure was used by 
the union to attend a union meeting from 7 to 10 p. m. at night. 
A high percentage of the employees did lend this meeting, which 
constituted practically a work stoppage. The compeny carried on as 
best it could, by using excluded people, people excluded from the 
bargaining unit, to keep the business going, but again the business 
suffered, and there were excessive delays. 

Mr. Suvre. With branch offices closed. 

Mr. Witcox. Yes. We had toclose the branch offices entirely, which 
deprived the public of access to our facilities. 

Dee — r 6, 1945, approximately 16 employees represented by the 
ACA in New York City absented themselves without authorization 
to attend a hearing before the National Labor Board here in Wash- 
ington. An absence of 16 people in our operating rooms is very seri- 
ous. You get a backlog, and all traffic, as a result, is delayed. 

January 2, 1946, another work stoppage occurred, because the union 
decided to have a meeting on that date, and again traffic was delayed. 

January 6 to February 11, 1946, the ACA was on strike against the 
Western Union. That was the ACA Local 40, which is the domestic 
side. 

Mr. Arens. Where does that operate? Where does local 40 oper- 
ate? New York City? 

Mr. Witcox. That is right. 

Mr. Waters. The land-line operation, as distinguished from the 
cable operation. 

Mr. Witcox. After the strike that ended in F ebruary 1946, things 
quieted down a little until October of that year. At that time, there 
was a demonstration by the union of about 150 to 175 employees at 
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60 Hudson Street, New York, which started about noon and ran un- 
til about 2:45 that afternoon. The purpose of this demonstration 
was to impress upon company officials the seriousness of wage de- 
mands, which were already in the hands of duly appointed union and 
company committees. 

Many of these employees were out of the operating room for one 
of their regular reliefs, or for a lunch period, and they overstayed 
those periods and in essence were not available to handle the traffic, 
and the traffic suffered as a consequence. 

October 22, 1946, the union called the employees to a mass demon- 
stration in front of our headquarters building at 60 Hudson Street, 
New York, during the lunch period. This was designed to speed up 
payment of retroactive pay which was due. 

I would like to point out that that was quite unreasonable, because 
this retroactive pay involved a protracted period of time, and it neces- 
sitated us getting out vouchers, and we were, at that time, using all 
the overtime we possibly could to expedite the payment of this retro- 
active pay. 

On April 7, 1947, the telephone company had a little trouble on the 
long-distance lines. For the most part, their employees were on strike. 
And as a consequence, our business increased rapidly. At such oc- 
casions as that, it is common practice for the company to indicate to 
employees that we might need them overtime, so that they can make 
necessary arrangements at home, and it is just common courtesy to 
let people know ahead of time that we will need them. So a notice 
was placed on the board that supervisors and operators would be held 
overtime that night. There is no obligation for the company to meet 
with the union to declare a state of emergency. We feel that is in our 
hands. The direction of the forces and the methods by which traffic 
will be handled is vested exclusively with the company. But contrary 
to that, the union took the stand that it was necessary for the com- 
pany to bargain with respect to a state of emergency, and the union 

placed a notice on the bulletin board to the effect : 

The company has improperly declared a “state of emergency” without con- 
sultation with the union. The union will consider this question at tomorrow 


night’s membership meeting, and we will determine our policy in regard to the 
so-called state of emergency. 


On April the 8th, there was displayed on the union bulletin board a 
notice reading: 


No compulsory overtime. Ail ACA members must attend important meeting 
tonight. Optional to work overtime before the meeting. 

Of course. I would like to point out that every time they have a meet- 
ing, we don’t have operators, which makes it difficult. 

Mr. Arens. May I just interpose this question, there? You speak 
of the union bulletin board. Now, that is right in your plant, is it not ? 

Mr. Wiicox. By contract, they have the right to certain specified 
bulletin boards. of which they have exclusive use. 

Mr. Arens. Now, do those bulletin boards, in addition to carrying 
information for the employees in the functioning of the union, also 
carry propaganda on political questions, such as the Korean War and 
aid to the Spanish Republic, and that type of thing? 

Mr. Wiicox. You are liable to find almost anything on those boards. 
As I say, we are not responsible for them. We would not want to 
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share the same bulletin board. For that reason they have their own. 
For that reason they are fully responsible. And the answer to your 
question is that there have been occasions when political questions and 
other Gusions have been posted on those bulletin boards. 

Mr. Arens. As a matter of fact, the American Communications 
Association disteibnaton leaflets and bulletins and pamphlets among 
the employees, does it not, on political questions ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. Yes, they do. 

Mr. ARE Ns. By “political questions,” I don’t mean questions of Dem- 
ocratic or Republican. I mean questions of great moment to the 
Nation. 

Mr. Wucox. They do. 

Mr. Arens. On company property. 

Mr. Witcox. Not on company property. I wouldn’t. say they do, 
no. They have no access to setting up a distribution system in our 
quarters. If they do, it is unauthorized. 

Mr. Suure. They are at the door, though. 

Mr. Witcox. Oh, yes, at the door. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Let’s pause here a moment to discuss the nature of some 
of these leaflets. Have you seen any leaflets attacking the stand of this 
Government on the Korean War, accusing this Government of im- 
perialistic intentions in the Korean War? 

Mr. Witcox. I don’t recall any. I have read all that have come to 
my attention. I don’t recall the particular instance you are speak- 
ing of. 

Mr. Arens. Your comment there with reference to a state of emer- 
gency in reference to the functioning of the company prompts this 
question to my mind. In the event of a conflict, an armed conflict, 
between the United States, this Nation, and any other nation, commu- 
nications facilities would be vital to the successful prosecution of that 
war, would they not? 

Mr. Wiicox. They certainly would be. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any comments to make on the basis of 
your many years of experience in the communications field with ref- 
erence to the essentiality of comunications to the successful prosecu- 
tion of the war? 

Mr. Witcox. I believe that the importance of communications is 
probably best demonstr: ated by what I understand would be the com- 
munistic approach in case of out-and-out war of the United States 
with Soviet Russia. I believe that No. 1 on the hit parade for con- 
fiscation is the communications facilities, followed only by transporta- 
tion. The dissemination of vital information expeditiously, I believe, 
is extremely important to the prosecution of any war. 

Mr. Arens. Now, these people, these stewards, who are appointed 
by the officials of the American Communications Association, would 
know where the vital machinery is that is the heart of the functioning 
of the Western Union Telegraph Co., would they not? 

Mr. Wiicox. They most certainly would. 

Mr. Arens. Are any of these stewards men who, because of the na- 
ture of their assignment in the Western Union Co., would know the 
intimate details of the working, the mechanism, the machinery, that 
is employed by the company in the dissemination of information? 

Mr. Wixcox. Yes; for this reason: Each classification of work has 
a steward, or toa great extent that is true. The most vulnerable part 
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of our operations, I believe, is the technical end, and the technicians, 
that group, do have a steward. And that man certainly would know 
whether he has communistic leanings or not. I would not know. But 
if he did have, he would be in a very good position to know where 
to hit us es it would do the most damage. 

Mr. Arens. Well, now, if, as the CIO found, the American Com- 
munications hanechablests promoted the purposes of the Communist 
Party, and if the officers of that union designate these stewards to 
work around the various plants, do you not, as an official of the 
Western Union Co., vice president in charge of employee relations, 
have some concern respecting the potential sabotage in the event of 
armed conflict between this country and some other country ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. We have very deep concern regarding that, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Will you proceed to clear the record on this point? All 
of the employees of the Western Union Co. in New York City, or in 
the New York area, except the general office, are bargained for, and I 
don’t like to use the word “controlled” but are represented by, the 
American Communications Association; is that correct ? 

Mr. Wixcox. That is correct, with the exception of the point that 
Mr. Shute has mentioned, that it is small. 

Mr. Arens. Have you, in the course of your study of this problem, 
had oceasion to acquire information respecting the importance that 
the Communists place upon the control of communications facilities of 
a nation in order to sabotage that nation or take control ? 

Mr. Witcox. The answer to that is that to the extent that I am 
aware of the fact, control of communications is placed in high priority 
by the Communist Party to gain control of a country. 

Mr. Arens. Would you proceed ? 

Mr. Wiicox. In May 1950, on Mother’s Day, the managers were in- 
structed by the union to refuse Sunday assignments for Mother's Day 
in protest of the fact that these managers were not used on other Sun- 
days, and they felt that if they couldn’t be used all during the year, 
they were not going to be used when the company wanted them. Natur- 
ally, the company only needed them when we have an increase in 
traflic, which we do on Mother’s Day. Mother's Day is one of our 
heaviest days, by the way. * 

From November 27, 1950, to February 15, 1951—this brings it up 
to recent negotiations—during this period we had discussions with 
the union as to a demand for a higher wage to meet the increased 
cost of living. 

Incidentally, I would like to mention the fact that the American 
Communications Association’s contract has no reopening clause. 

Mr. Arens. What does that mean ? 

Mr. Witcox. That means that the contract is closed for all purposes 
and cannot be opened by either party for any question; that there 
is no provision if certain things happen that the contract could be 
opened on the matter of wages. 

Mr. Arens. Why did you sign a contract like that ? 

Mr. Witcox. Well, of course, that is to the advantage of the com- 
pany, so that we know where we are going for 2 years. It kind of 
nails it down. We would prefer that when we sign a contract we 
would know that it is for the duration of that contract. And that is 
the type of contract that the present ACA contract represents. 
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There has been considerable pressure brought about by the union. 
I feel it has all been union inspired, and in some respects it may be a 
violation of the contract. These pressure tactics have been in the 
following form. There have been groups of employees that con- 
tacted the department heads and their officers in the operating rooms. 
Contacts in the operating room would naturally create a disturbance, 
because where you have a gathering of employees, if there is a small 
disturbance everybody is inter ested in it and wants to know what is 
going on. There have been slow-downs. A slow-down is one of the 
most vicious things that a company has to cope with. You can’t put 
your finger on it. The employees can deny that they have slowed 
down. And up to the present time, I defy anybody to detect a slow- 
down and put the finger on offenders. 

Refusal to work overtime: Now, our business is of a fluctuating na- 
ture. We have to meet the demands of the public, and we can’t predict 
when we have to render that service. We are not like an ordinary 
manufacturer, where the workers can work from 9 to 5 and lay their 
tools down and pick them up again at 9 o’clock in the morning. We 
never know when we have a last-minute emergency to meet, and over- 
time is a continuing condition under which we have to work, and tele- 
graph employees certainly know that, and they know that refusal to 
work overtime is a serious handicap to management in the handling 
of traffic. 

Coercion of employees who failed to obey the union’s instructions: 
That is in the form of catcalls, for example. An employee would come 
into the office and find envelopes addressed to him enclosing pennies, 
which were sent to him to try to embarrass him before his fellow 
workers. There would be circulation of rumors of slow-downs and 
refusals to work overtime which did not materialize. That has a very 
distracting effect on management. We feel these rumors were planned 
for the purpose of confusing management. We usually find out, 
through some source or other, that a certain thing is contemplated by 
the union, and naturally when we find those things out, we do the 
best we can to meet such a situation head on, and when we make prepa- 
rations and they don’t materialize, that is certainly embarrassing from 
the mangement’s standpoint. 

Apparently unwarranted absenteeism: That is another very vicious 
tool of unions, which it is very difficult for management to cope with. 
If a person says he is sick, there is little management can do about it. 
There is, of course, the suspicion when the instances occur in too great 
numbers over a period of time. And they have occurred particularly 
when we needed the people badly. 

Then there have been frequent. requests for employees to be excused 
for union activity. That particular type of activity is in the form 
taken at the annual meeting we had in April 1951, where the unions 
had a delegation they asked to be present at the meeting. They al- 
ready had, I think, 50 people at the meeting, which was “probably as 
many stockholders as we had. I was met at the door at the time I 

‘ame in by one of the union officials, and they were complaining of 
the fact that the operating department had not released all the peo- 
ple that they had requested, even though they had 50 down there at 
that time. They were trying to makea disturbance about it. 

At that particular time, there was a little incident with respect to 
General MacArthur, which increased our file appreciably at that 
time, and we needed these employees badly. 
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Senator Smirn, You got some extra telegrams then? 

Mr. Witcox. Yes. It is an ill wind which blows nobody good. 

But that is the type of agitation that we have exper ienced down 
through the years in dealing with ACA. 

Mr. Arens. Am I clear in my interpretation of what you said a 
little while ago: That all of the present officers of the American Com- 
munications Association have signed non-Communist affidavits? 

Mr. Wixcox. To my knowledge, that is true. 

Mr. Arens. Let us go right down the list. Does that include Joseph 
P. Selly, the president ; Joseph F’. Kehoe, the secretary-treasurer; 
Dominic Panza, the vice president; Lawrence Kelly, another vice 
president ? 

Mr. Waters. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Does that include William Bender, another vice presi- 
dent ? 

Mr. Waters. Yes. I will check. 

I have here before me a letter from the National Labor Relations 
Board giving us certain information. 

Mr. Arens. Is it true that Western Union gave the American Com- 
munications Association in 1950 the union shop and the check-off 
before it did any other bargaining union ¢ 

Mr. Wircox. The answer is they wanted a union shop first, but the 
same privilege was offered to the American Federation of Labor 
Commercial Telegraphers’ Union prior to the time that the American 
Communications Association was certified by the National Labor 
Relations Board as being qualified for union shop. 

Again I would like to point out in that connection that there is a 
difference with respect to union-shop proceeding which was offered 
to the American Communications Association and that which was 
offered to the American Federation of Labor. I have always taken 
the stand up to last year that I felt the union shop to me was—I had 
personal opinions on it—I felt it was un-American. I felt that every 
American individual should have the right to determine himself 
whether he wanted someone to represent him. I know that the unions 
had strong opinions on the other side of the consideration. In fact, 
they chastised me to no small extent when I publicly said to them I 
felt it was un-American. I made that statement to the American 
Communications Association the year before. 

They finally told me that such a high percentage of these employees 
wanted this union shop. I then said that, regardless of my own per- 
sonal feelings in the matter, if such a high percentage of Western 
Union employees want something, why should I deny it to them be- 
cause of my personal feelings? So, 1 demanded that the American 
Communications Association show me that 85 percent of the employees 

wanted the union-shop vote taken; if they could do that, I would con- 
ai to the National Labor Relations Board election. Of course, the 
NLRB election only requires 51 percent. 

Mr. Waters. You thought at that time they could not possibly get 

85 percent of the member ship? 

Mr. Wiutcox. They said they could, and I doubted it. They sub- 
mitted proof to the company ‘that they did have this many certified 
requests that they have a union shop. 

That was the demand that was placed on the American Communi- 
cations Association. They went through; they showed the 85 percent 





5 
‘ 
3 


FAR 





SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 85 


did want this, and then they were given consent by the company to 
petition the NLRB for election. They took the election and they won 
it around the first part of July, last year. 

Now, the American Federation of Labor was offered the same thing 
but not with the 85-percent tag on it. All they had to do was qualify 
under the NLRB. To date, the American Federation of Labor has 
not taken any action. 

So that you have a condition here where the American Communica- 
tions Association has a union shop and the American Federation of 
Labor has not, but I feel that is AF'L’s business. 

Mr. Warers. I do not think it was the case of the company offering 
this; it was the case of the union demanding it, Mr. Arens. I think 
that ought to be clear: that they demanded it. 

Mr. Witcox. They both demanded. 

Mr. Warers. The company did not voluntarily offer union shop. 
The union demanded it and the company said, “If you produce 85 
pereent, all right.” I think that is an important point. 

Mr. Arens. Now will you proceed with your chronology of 
experiences ¢ 

Mr. Wiicox. I have covered all the items which I have listed in my 
summary as outlining the experiences. 

Mr. Arens. What were the tactics used and difficulties experienced 
in the strike situations involving the American Communications 
Association ¢ 

Mr. Wircox. The first strike we experienced with the American 
Communications Association occurred in 1946. It started January 
Sand it lasted until February 11, the same year. 

Mass picketing was resorted to in order to prevent the public and 
employees from entering our main offices and branches which remained 
open. This mass picketing was obnoxious and concentrated at our 
headquarters office at 60 Hudson Street. 

I had occasion to enter the building at the start of that strike and 
the building was completely circled. There was no break. There 
wasn't sufficient police protection there to permit access to or exit 
from the building. 

Mass picketing was also resorted to at some of our more prominent 
branches, one of them in the Times Square district, where, of course, 
the world could see, purposely designed, I think, because of the loca- 
tion of that branch, 

The tactics were that they blocked the entrance to the branch and 
also filled the small branch up to such an extent that anybody desiring 
to send a telegram was blocked. 

Mr. Warxrs. May I interrupt at this point to say that the union at 
that time thought that they could seal off the building to prevent 
anyone from entering or leaving the building, and it was because of 
that fact that we had the basis to go into the Supreme Court and ask 
for an injunction to enjoin this mass picketing. At that point we 
needed that particular evidence to justify obtaining the injunction. 

Mr. Arens. Will you proceed, please ? 

Mr. Witcox. There was pressure brought through other unions 
under contract with newspapers and hotels which resulted in the clos- 
ing of our offices located in such establishments. 

There was continually calling of our offices by telephone to occupy 
the lines to prevent the public from filing telegrams with us through 
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this medium. ‘They also visited our offices in large crowds, occupying 
all available counter and lobby space and barring the public from. 
sending telegrams. It was on such an occasion as this that President 
Selly and several union officials were arrested for such interference. 

We found instances of gum having been inserted in the coin slots 
of self-service telephone stations. There were broken toothpicks in- 
serted into keyholes and office-door locks to prevent the unlocking of 
our office doors. There was the damaging of telegraph equipment to 
prevent its use. There was cutting of wires and ae thus putting 
out of service offices and tie lines, including the American Red Cross 
printer at Jamaica, Long Island. We had instances of windows being 
broken, resulting in discomfort to the employees who were working. 
I call attention to the fact that this was in January, and the break- 
ing of a window was a serious affair at that particular time of the year. 

The public was intimidated for using our service. Attempts were 
made to dissuade them from doing so by stating that messages would 
not be handled by wire. They called on employees who refused to 
go on strike. In many cases their wives and children were threatened 
with bodily harm; that is, if they continued to work. There were 
instances of picketing employees’ homes and distributing circulars 
derogatory to the employees who had refused to go out on strike. 
There were assaults by union pickets on nonstriking employees, caus- 
ing bodily harm and resulting in the arrest and conviction of the 
pickets involved. 

There was the affixing to doors of closed offices and self-service 
telephone stations notices in the form of a telegraph blank bearing 
our master head, reading : 

Don’t wire—write! Western Union workers are on strike for a living wage. 
* * * help us win our fight! 

AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION, C. I, QO. 


They telephoned long messages to us, and after such messages were 
recorded and repeated back the caller would request us to cancel, 
just tying up our lines and consuming the time of the limited force 
we had available at that time. Similarly they consumed the time 
of our available employees in branch offices by offering long tele- 
grams, and after the messages were counted and checked for the 
rate we were informed to send them collect. 

In addition to the acts of sabotage already mentioned, there was 
a serious one detected earlier in the morning the day the strike was 
called. The door leading to the tube-control power room—I will 
explain that many of our messages to branches are sent by pneumatic 
tube, and this was the tube-control center controlling the flow of 
traffic to and from such branches. This tube-control power room at 
60 Hudson Street was locked, and the key had been inserted in the lock 
and broken off. It was necessary to remove the lock cylinder to 
gain admission to the room. During such time the entire pneumatic 
system was out of control. 

Now, getting on to the second strike which we have experienced 
with the American-Communications Association, that was the one 
which occurred in 1948 involving local 11, who represented the cable 
employees. 

I would like to first point out that local 40, the American Com- 
munications Association unit representing the land lines or domestic 
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side of our service, was not on strike. In violation of its contract. 
all members of Local 40 were instructed by the union to refuse to 
handle so-called “hot traffic.’ Now, this is a union term meaning 
a message transiting over domestic lines destined to or received from 
points handled by any of the companies on strike, which were Mackay 
Radio, Commercial Cable, All American, and Western Union cables. 

Mr. Arens. All of these had been struck by the American Com- 
munications Association ¢ 

Mr. Wixcox. All of those were struck by the American Communica- 
tions Association. Many employees followed these instructions, 
resulting in serious delays to hundreds of international messages, 
sometimes delays of several days. 

They also refused to accept and handle international traffic routed 
over the lines of the above-named companies, and returned same to 
the sender. They returned it over the circuit from which it was 
received, not necessarily the individual filing messages. In some 
cases the employees arbitrarily changed the routing to a competitor, 
for example, via RCA—I point out again that RCA was not on 
strike—thus routing the traffic without the authority of the sender. 

Whenever it was discovered that an employee was failing to carry 
out the contractual obligation, he was interviewed by a supervisory 
employee and an effort made to persuade him to carry out his duty 
under the contract. Where he did not immediately agree, he was given 
a warning that if he failed to carry out company instructions he would 
be suspended for 4 months. We had decided as a matter of company 
policy that was the penalty we were going to place on this refusal to 
h indle this type of traffic—suspension of 4 months. Many employees 
decided to meet their contractual obligations, but it was necessary to 
suspend approximately 60 employees ‘who failed to do so. This was 
after repeated verbal and written warnings. We gave them every 
chance in the world to comply. 

The propriety of these suspensions was submitted to an arbitrator, 
who ruled that the company had no right to make the suspension. 
The company took the case to the court. The lower court decided the 
arbitrator was correct, but on appeal to the higher court the lower 
court was reversed and the suspensions were sustained. 

During the period that these employees were suspended the union 
used these employees as pressure groups to visit branch offices to per- 
suade other employees to follow union instructions contrary to the 
corttract. 

The strike involving the cable employees followed much the same 
pattern as has already been related with respect to the domestic strike. 
Local 1 also tried, but failed, to get the cooperation of our employees 
abroad in refusing to handle traffic. 

I would like to point out that we have several hundred employees 
in Great Britain and other points in Europe for the purpose of han- 
dling the other end of our circuits and those are the employees which 
the American Communications Association on the American side 
had tried to persuade to decline to handle traffic from our headquarters 
at New York City. 

Mr. Arens. The American Communications Association does not 
bargain for the-employees overseas ? 


Mr. Witcox. No; they don’t. 
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Bulletins, leaflets, and pamphlets which the American Communica- 
tions Association has distributed as well as material relating to the 
American Communications Association circulated by other unions 
have already been furnished to the committee. Those were sent down 
by me. I think they were placed in your hands last Saturday. 

‘Over and above unreasonable demands which are made from time 
to time in negotiating contracts, which are common to most unions— 
I think everyone is familiar with the fact that if a union wants a 
dime, it asks for a dollar—the principal difficulties of significance 
have been the demonstrations put on by the membership prior to the 
expiration of the expiring contract. By membership i mean mem- 
bership of the American Communications Association. These meet- 
ings are usually termed “spontaneous” by the union, but all follow a 
pattern which makes it obvious it is a product of careful planning 
and organization. For the most part the participants appear to be 
hand picked. Each has a definite subject to cover and a definite point 
to make, and some show evidence that they have a prepared speech. 

I have had delegations of that kind visit me on occasions and it is 
perfectly obvious, to me at least, that they were picked with the idea 
of covering one subject and one subject only, because as soon as you 
interrogated them in any way they were completely at loss and a few 
of them, in fact, after the meetings were over tried to indicate that 
they weren't as bad as they appeared to be. 

The tactics usually followed the pattern of directing pressure on 
the local official, then division official and finally top level, increasing 
the tempo with each successive step by increasing the number of par- 
ticipants and the boisterousness of the crowd. 

Mr. Arens. What are the communications lines that American 
Communications Association people operate and fully man ? 

Mr. Witcox. The employees in the American Communications As- 
sociation bargaining unit operate all lines in transmitting messages 
terminating in the operating rooms of branch offices of the Western 
Union Telegraph Co. in their metropolitan division. Now this in- 
cludes all domestic, international, and shore-ship traffic originating 
at or destined to Greater New York City, Long Island, Bayonne, Ho- 
boken, Jersey City, Union City, Newark, N. J., and suburbs, and a 
number of small places in lower New York State, eastern Pennsyl- 
vania, and New Jersey served by railway stations. Also, after-hour 
messages—I mean by after-hour messages that the normal outlet is 
closed—we usually route to a nearby point and these after-hour mtes- 
sages for northern New Jersey points, many such northern New Jersey 
points, are routed to the area served by the American Communica- 
tions Association employees. Approximately 90 percent of the inter- 
national traffic not routed via a specific carrier and large part of 
shore-ship traffic to and from other parts of the United States, also 
some international traffic between foreign countries, is relayed at New 
York. Domestic traflic between almost any points in North America 
may occasionally be relayed at New York. A large number of public 
messages and privately leased circuits between other points in the 
United States are physically routed through New York City and 
traffic moving over these circuits is susceptible to monitoring at New 
York. : 

Likewise, all trans-Atlantic public and leased channels terminating 
at Philadelphia and Washington are similarly susceptible to monitor- 
ing at New York. 
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Mr. Arens. Will you kindly pause there for a moment? Does the 
United States Government lease any wires which go through New 
York from the Western Union ? 

Mr. Wizcox. Yes. 

Mr. Mircue.y. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Do the defense departments of the United States Gov- 
ernment lease any wires from Western Union which go through New 
York ¢ 

Mr. Mircuet.. They do. 

Mr. Arens. Do the other departments of the Government of the 
United States, which deal with problems of defense and defense pro- 
duction, lease wires which go through New York ? 

Mr. Mircneuu. They do. 

Mr. Arens. Those are leased from the Western Union Company ? 

Mr. Suvure. Some of them. 

Mr. Arens. Are the messages which go over those wires subject to 
monitoring by ACA people? 

Mr. Witcox. Yes, they are. 

Mr. Arens. Then am I clear in our interpretation of what you are 

saying that information which is transmitted by the defense facili- 
ties of this Government is available to the monitoring process or other- 
wise to the employees represented by the American Communications 
Association ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Is that information on the leased wires available to the 
stewards who are appointed by the officials of the American Com- 
munications Association ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. It is possible; yes. 

Mr. Arens. Why do you qualify it as being possible ? 

Mr. Wiucox. In the sense that it may not be always the steward 
that is monitoring that particular circuit, but if he did, why, of 
course, it would be available to him. 

Mr. Suvure. Not all stewards have access to monitoring facilities. 

Mr. Witcox. It is only the particular stewards who might represent 
the technicians in that particular section of the industry. 

Mr. Warers. But the opportunity is there. 

Mr. Wiicox. But the opportunity is there. 

Mr. Arens. May I ask this question here, to pose a hypothetical 
case. Let us assume that an official in the Pentagon, who is concerned 
with the armament problems of a North Atlantic Pact nation, sends 
a cable over a leased wire from Washington by New York on to the 
Atlantic Pact nation respecting armament problems; would that cable 
or the information contained therein be subject to monitoring in 
New York by a person who is a member of the American Com- 
munications Association ¢ 

Mr. Witcox. ‘The answer is “Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What is your appraisal of that, as a man who has had 

vast experience in the communications field, from the standpoint of 
the security interest of this Nation ? 

Mr. Wivcox. I think it is extremely hazardous. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Wixcox. Well, if such a person had subversive tendencies, 
they could monitor such information. I don’t know whether he might 
have access to the code or whatever else he might have—he could 
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pass it on to whom he might wish. There is a potential danger there, 
as I see it. 

Mr. Arens. Am I clear in my interpretation of your testimony 
that the defense agencies of this Government do have leased wires 
going through New York City ? 

Mr. Suvre. That is correct. 

Mr. Arrns. And those leased wires are serviced by employees of the 
Western Union Co., who are members of the American Communi- 
cations Association ? 

Mr. Witcox. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Which has been ejected from the CIO because of its 
promoting the purposes of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wutcox. That is correct. 

Now, these people have access to traffic moving over some 450 leased 
circuits and 250 telemeter channels terminating at New York City 
that are also susceptible to monitoring. By telemeter channel I might 
explain that is a method Western Union has developed for, say, split- 
ting what is normally termed a channel into various segments so that 
the one channel can be used by a number of different customers. 

Mr. Arens. Would you pause there a minute? I want to ask you 
another question? Is the company empowered to discharge an em- 
ployee solely because that employee is a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Witcox. No. In fact, we would be guilty of several things if 
we tried it, Iam afraid. 

Mr. Arens. Am I clear in my impression from your testimony 
that the company was obliged to bargain with the American Com- 
munications Association ? 

Mr. Wucox. Yes; they very emphatically were. 

Mr. Arens. Who was the National Labor Relations Board examiner 
at the time the American Communications Association was certified ? 

Mr. Wicox. Mr. Samuel Jaffee. 

Mr. Arens. What does he do now? 

Mr. Witcox. He is counsel for the Commercial Telegraphers Asso- 
ciation affiliated with the American Federation of Labor, Washington, 
D.C. 

Mr. Arens. Is that not Commercial Telegraphers Union? 

Mr. Wiicox. AFL. 

Mr. Arens. Rather than association ? 

Mr. Wu.cox. Yes. 

Mr. Waters. I want to be sure that we get this straight. Mr. Jaffee 
was the Board examiner at the time the Board decided to conduct the 
election on the basis of not a single bargaining unit, as was urged by 
the company, but on the basis of seven. 

Mr. Witcox. That is correct. That is, Mr. Samuel Jaffee, who was 
« trial examiner, issued a supposed direction of election on July 8, 
1944, which set up separate units, the six geogr aphical divisions of 
the company and the home offices as separ ate bs argaining areas, 

Mr. Arens. Proceed, if you please. 

Mr. Wiicox. If an international message were filed at a public 
telegraph office at Washington destined to London, it could be handled 
in te of the ways indicated below: 

. If it were filed with the Western Union in Washington, and it 
was unrouted, the message is transmitted to CD—which means cable 





' 
a 
* 
% 
4 


ER Tee a8 





SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 9] 


department—New York City, where it is handled by members of local 
40, ACA personnel. It is sent to a quota desk, which is also manned 
by employees of local 40. From there it goes to an international 
carrier. 

Now if it happens to go Western Union, it is handled by ACA per- 
sonnel under local 11. If it goes to the RCA, it is handled by ACA 
personnel. If it goes to the Aiiiidibes cable and radio group, it may 
be handled by ACA personnel. There are some ACA members, we 
understand, still in the Commercial and Mackay Radio although the 
organization is not formally recognized by those companies. 

2. If the message were filed by Western Union in Washington and 
it was routed, if it is routed via Western Union it would go one of 
two ways. 

If it were sent via the Philadelphia “reperforator”! direct to 
London, only ACA testing and regulating employees at New York, 
Hammels, and Canada would have access to the message. 

If it is sent by Philadelphia to New York, it would receive the same 
handling as in the instance I have cited on No. 1. 

Now if the message were routed via RCA, Commercial Cable, or 
Mackay Radio the handling would be the same for all three carriers. 
The message comes to New York where ACA, local 40 personnel, 
handle it for the several carriers, as has been indicated. 

Now the foregoing illustrations cover the handling of a message 
filed at a Western Union public office in Washington irrespective of 
whether or not the message is classified as “Government” or “Com- 
mercial.” 

If an official Government message were handed to Government em- 
ployees operating a transatlantic circuit leased from Western Union, 
the message is electrically transmitted from origin to destination and 
only testing and regulating members of ACA at New York, Hammels, 
and in Canada would have access to it, 

[ might state that the testing and regulating employees are what 
| have heretofore referred to as technicians. 

With respect to the other carriers, negotiable employees in the RCA 
are represented by the American Communications Association, and 
while the American Communications Association is not recognized 
by the companies of the American cable and radio group, there is, as 
I have explained previously, purportedly a sprinkling of American 
Communications Association members among the negotiable personnel 
of the American cable and radio companies. 

Now, in the accounting and service department employees who 
are members of the American Communications Association we have 
another potential point of access of American Communications Asso- 
clation people to cable traffic after transmission. Obviously, after 
messages are sent on the wire, they are, first of all, taken to the service 
department for a given length of time, usually about 24 hours, after 
which time they are transferred to the bookkeeping department. Both 
of those departments are ACA personnel. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Wilcox, what has the company done about this over- 
all problem ? 

Mr. Wiicox. I would like to point out that the American Com- 
munications Association is the certified bargaining agent of the com- 
pany’s employees in the metropolitan division of its land-line system 
and in its cable system in the United States and Canada, and as such 

+A machine to reperforate a tape for onward transmission. 
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the company is required to bargain in good faith with the American 
Communications Association. 

Although the company has been successful in writing into the labor 
contracts “fairly strong implementing clauses, such clauses have not 
ereatly deterred the union from finding ways to circumvent the clauses 
whenever it felt the need to—what they term—“educate the company” 
by putting on demonstrations of various kinds. The officers of the 
union have frequently stated that the demonstrations are spontaneous 
reactions of the membership about which they had no knowledge. 

The company had combated the demonstrations to the best of its 
ability by suspending individual employees whenever the circum- 
stances warranted. For example, approximately 60 land-line em- 
ployees were suspended during the cable strike of 1948, as I have 
already related. 

The Western Union contracts with the union have contained the 
following implementing clauses: 

In the 1943-46 and 1947 contracts: 


Since the company’s business is one of serving the public and it is the mutual 
desire of both the company and the union to provide uninterrupted and continu- 
ous public service, to promote industrial peace, and to provide for stable labor 
relations, the company agrees that there shall be no lock-outs and the union agrees 
that there shall be no strikes or other stoppages of work during the life of this 
contract 


The 1948 contract contained the following clause: 


Sec. 30. (a) Since the Company’s business is one of serving the public and it is 
the mutual desire of both the Company and the Union to provide uninter- 
rupted and continuous public service, to promote industrial peace and to provide 
for stable labor relations, the Company agrees that there shall be no lock-outs 
and the Union agrees that there shall be no strikes or other stoppages of work 
during the life of this contract. 

(b) The Company and the Union agree that, effective on the earliest of the 
following dates: 

(i) The date upon which the present strikes by the American Communi- 
cations Association against the Cable Division of the Company and against 
the other international carriers are settled; 

(ii) The date upon which the Appellate Division of the New York Supreme 
Court renders a decision in the pending litigation between the Company and 
the Union respecting an award of Max Meyers, as arbitrator, dated February 
9, 1948 (whether in favor of the Company or the Union) ; 

(iii) May 1, 1948; 

(iv) Any prior date which the Union may designate as the effective date: 

The words “no strikes or other stoppages of work,” as used in paragraph (a) of 
this Section, shall be deemed to include, in the event of any labor dispute between 
the Company (including its Cable Division) and the Union or any other union or 
between any other employer and the employees of such employer, any action or 
inaction, of any nature whatsoever (including such as gave rise to the afore- 
said litigation), which would in any way obstruct, impede, delay, or interfere with 
the performance by the Company of its obligation as a communications carrier. 


In the 1949-52 contracts: 


(a) Since the Company's business is one of serving the public and it is the 
mutual desire of both the Company and the Union to provide uninterrupted and 
continuous public service, to promote industrial peace and to provide for stable 
labor relations, the Company agrees that there shall be no lock-outs and the 
Union agrees that there shall be no strikes or other stoppages of work during 
the life of this contract. 

(b) The Company and the Union agree that the words “no strikes or other 
stoppages of work,” as used in paragraph (a) of this section, shall be deemed 
to include, in the event of any labor dispute between the Company (including 
its Cable Division) and the Union, or any other labor dispute, any action or 
inaction of any nature whatsoever, which would in any way interfere with the 
performance by the Company of its obligations as a communications carrier, 
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The company has placed notices on the bulletin boards giving the 
facts in the various issues involved in disputes and appealing to the 
employees to perform their duties properly. 

In cases of walk-outs and strikes, the company has used supervisory 
employees to provide as much service as possible. It has obtained 
police protection whenever necessary to keep its offices open, and it 
has had union officers and demonstrators arrested on several occa- 
sions when their conduct became unreasonable and unlawful. 

It has had its employees, during the World War II period, sign the 
following statement: 

I have received a copy of the booklet United States Statutes and Current Reg 
lations Pertaining to Invincibility of Communic: ation and Security of Telegr: ah 
and Cable Plant, issued by the Western Union Telegraph Co. 

I understand that the United States statutes creme #7 penalties, and the Western 
Union regulations provide for disciplinary action, in connection with 

Divulging the contents of telegrams 
Furnishing unauthorized copies 
Furnishing blanks and envelopes 
Eavesdropping on telegraph circuits 
Admitting unauthorized persons 
Engaging in espionage 
Communicating with foreigners 
Giving aid to the enemy 

Injuring telegraph wires and property 
Injuring submarine cable 

Engaging in sabotage of national defense 
Obstructing preparations for war 
Falsely swearing to citizenship 

its supervisory employees have been instructed to watch, as care- 
fully as possible, for subversive activities and especially to supervise 
closely employees who display subversive tendencies. 

The company has public ly offered substantial rewards for paper 
hension in cases where its property has been damaged during labor 
disputes. 

An apparently deliberate attempt to interfere with the operation of 
one of our cable circuits at 40 Broad Street in New York City late 
last year was reported to the Chairman of the Federal Communications 
Commission with copies to the Federal Bureau of Investigation and 
the Director of Naval Intelligence. Someone had obviously tampered 
with a cable recording device, making it inoperative. This matter 
was referred by the Federal Communications Commission to the De- 
partment of Justice and is still under correspondence, 

Mr. Warers. Under the heading of what the company has done about 
the over-all problem, I think it is important that it be known that we 
have distributed to all operating-department employees of telegraph 
agencies and on the bulletin boards this notice entitled “Secrecy of 
Telegraph Communications,” which I would hand in as an exhibit in 
connection with this testimony. 

Mr. Arens. We will receive that and make that a part of the file. 

(The notice entitled “Secrecy of Telegraph Communications” was 
received and filed for the information of the committee. ) 

I would like to explore with you a little bit further this question 
of non-Communist affidavit which I understand vou to say was filed 
by the officials of the American Communications Association and by 
the officials of local No. 11 and local No. 40 of the American Commu- 
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nications Association. Will you just express yourself on that, if you 
lease ? 

Mr. Wavers. At my direction, a letter was written to the National 
Labor Relations Board asking for the information respecting the sign- 
ing of the non-Communist affidavits as required by section 9 (h) of 
the Labor- Management Relations Act of 1947. In reply, I have copies 
of two letters, each dated May 11, furnishing the information. 

Mr. Arens. They will be marked “Exhibits 1 and 2” and received in 
the record at this point. 

(The copies of the two letters, marked “Exhibits 1 and 2,” are as 
follows :) 

EXxHIsIT 1 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS Boarp, 
Washington, D. C., May 11, 1951. 
WESTERN TELEGRAPH Co., 
60 Hudson Street, New York, N. Y. 
(Attention of William E. Seward, assistant general solicitor.) 

DEAR Sir: In accordance with request from our New York regional office, you 
are hereby advised that the following officers of the American Communications 
Association filed affidavits with this office in order to meet the filing requirements 
of section 9 (h) of the Labor-Management Relations Act, 1947: 


Date 

enchant < Sem: BTR cee cst ticenicn ew apm ncaa Aug. 28, 1950 
Secretary-treasurer: Joseph Kehoe_---..__.---__--___-__--_-. Aug. 31, 1950 
Vice president (telegraph department) : Dominick Panza_____-__- Aug. 28, 1950 
Vice president (radio cables department) : Lawrence F. Kelly_---_- Do 
Vice president (broadcast department) : William Bender__..___- Aug. 30, 1950 
International executive board members : 

IIIS IN cit ciliata tacts pacnnnen eennenalcieen mnmencne hit Aug. 29, 1950 

Se ic nies Rictceicepentipen eens nanitimeinchbinshenienerrreiborcdaginaniin Do 

ar OA a ae th rata Sesh sana hems pam ee cies igloo ales Aug. 28, 1950 

eI PI oa esc t ik iled ae h al chie th edith gemieemecinlplal Do 

i si inate gna bd aba dG laa inset ngs iinsfielaal June 26, 1950 

Se Pe iil cmt atte epins nine ties tins snnitinaniinmneeiinn Oct. 5, 1950 


Very truly yours, 
CLAUDE B. CALKIN, 
Affidavit Compliance Officer. 





ExHIsiIt 2 


NATIONAL LasOR RELATIONS Boarp, SECOND REGION, 
New York, N. Y., May 11, 1951. 
Wit1iam E. Sswarp, 
Assistant General Solicitor, Western Union Telegraph Co., 
New York, N.Y. 

Dear Mr. SEWARD: [ am giving you herewith the information requested in your 
letter of May 9, 1951, insofar as locals Nos. 11 and 40 of the American Communica- 
tions Association are concerned : 


Local No. 11: Date of signing of affidavit 

SPENT, > PAINE 0 I i soos esh 3 etic tnd ht ekonegcdane May 9, 1950 

Vice president * Terbert BB. Sesmas.. $e May 8, 1950 

Secretary-treasurer: Frank A. Lenahan___--._~_2 A ug. 31, 1949-Aug. 28, 1950 
Executive committee : 

PIC OE: DROUIN ah ict chp ntnn Sonu May 11, 1950 

0 i -- May 9, 1950 

IE TD act ee ecacecaren tials panos a nepeneed e -. May 10, 1950 

Perey McAdam_-_-_-__- a helen Be RE ASS Oe A May 8, 1950 

PRNTGHA RIN oe ch itt hel ok ke, ES May 9, 1950 

ARE POR NR IN aes dh eka cna es eben Rhee aes May 8, 1950 


ITE IO i fein ecco i chimes isuninn Uaside anemia ed May 10, 1950 
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Local No. 40: 
Chairman: John J. Wieners................... Aug. 31, 1949-Aug. 29, 1950 
Vice chairman: Louis Siebenberg___.___._.----_. Sept. 1, 1949-Aug. 29, 1950 
Becrecary-reasurer : Alrrea Doumer— oo Apr. 14, 1950 
Recording and corresponding secretary : Mollie Townsend_-___ Do. 
Sergeant at arms: James P. Ryan.-.............--....--..... Apr. 15, 1950 


The information regarding the international officers is handled by our Wash- 
ington office. We are requesting that this be sent to you directly. 
Very truly yours, 
Cuaries T. Dovups, 
Regional Director. 

Mr. Arens. Now under the act if an individual is a Communist 
today can he resign his Communist membership tonight and then make 
an affidavit tomorrow that he is not a Communist and be in complete 
compliance with the law? 

Mr. Warers. As I understand it, he could do that. But if, of 
course, the affidavit is false, it is a matter of prosecution by the Attor- 
ney General. 

Mr. Arens. But the act only requires the individual to sign an 
affidavit that he is not a Communist as of the time he signs the affidavit ; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Waters. That is my understanding. 

Just a minute. On that subject, section 9 (h) provides: 

No investigation shall be made by the Board of any question affecting commerce 
concerning the representation of employees, raised by a labor organization under 
subsection (c) of this section; no petition under section 9 (e) (1) shall be enter- 
tained, and no complaint shall be issued pursuant to a charge made by a labor 
organization under subsection (b) of section 10, unless there is on file with 
the Board an affidavit executed contemporaneously or within the preceding 
12-month period by each officer of such international labor organization of which 
it is an affiliate or constituent unit, that he is not a member of the Communist 
Party or affiliated with such party and that he does not believe in, and is not a 
member of, or supports any organization that believes in or teaches the overthrow 
of the United States Government by force or by any illegal or unconstitutional 
methods. The provisions of section 35 (A) of the Criminal Code shall be 
applicable in respect to such affidavits. 

Now the congressional explanation is that the House bill included 
the “never has been” test, but this was subsequently omitted from the 
statute as unnecessary because the Supreme Court has held that, if 
an individual has been proved to be a member of the Communist Party 
at some time in the past, the presumption is that he is still a member 
in the absence of proof to the contrary. 

Mr. Arens. Now may I ask any of you gentlemen if you have any 
recommendations as to legislation which will be helpful in correcting 
a situation whereby a Communist organization can be the bargaining 
agent for a labor segment of organized labor ? 

Mr. Warers. It seems to me, Mr. Arens, that you have legislative 
machinery set up in the act which is entitled “Internal Security Act 
of 1950.” 

Mr. Arens. That is the so-called McCarran Act? 

Mr. Warers. That is right. In my quick look at the act, it seems 
to me that there are two things necessary. One is that the Western 
Union be designated as a defense facility and, No. 2, if in fact the ACA 
is a Communist-dominated organization under that act, investigation 
be made and that fact determined. 

Mr. Arens. You are speaking of section 5 (a) of the Internal Se- 
curity Act? 








96 SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 


Mr. Warers. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Under section 5 (a) of the Internal Security Act, is it 
not true that an organization h: is to either register or be required to 
register as a Communist organization before the Secretary of Defense 
is authorized to designate defense facilities in which members of the 
designated organization cannot be employed ¢ 

Mr. Warers. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. Arens. Then so far as the act is presently concerned, if and 
when there is a designation of certain organizations as Communist- 
action organizations within the purview of the Internal Security Act, 
the Secret: uy of Defense would be empowered—would he not—to 
designate the Western Union and any of its facilities as defense facil- 
ities within the purview of the act? 

Mr. Warers. I do not think they are necessarily dependent on one 
another. I think whether or not the Western Union is to be desig- 
nated as a defense facility is something apart from whether or not the 
ACA is a Communist organization. I think that is a separate con- 
sideration. 

Mr. Arens. The Internal Security Act, however, only vests in the 
Secretary of Defense power to designate defense facilities in which 

certain persons cannot work if they are members of organizations 
which have been ordered to be registered under the act; is that not 
true? 

Mr. Waters. That may be true. It did not seem to me, from read- 
ing, they depended on separate considerations. It is just a question 
of which comes first under this act. 

Mr. Arens. It would not do any good to have the Secretary of De- 
fense designated any facility as a defense facility until such time as 
there is a finding that certain organizations are Communist organiza- 
tions? 

Mr. Warers. On the contrary, it seems to me that you should first 
designate the defense facilities. It seems to me that a labor organiza- 
tion can come in after that. You don’t find out the trouble first and 
then designate the defense facility. 

Mr. Arens. Yes; but what good would be accomplished if the Sec- 
retary of Defense tomorrow morning would designate any facility 
as a defense facility as far as the Internal Security Act is concerned ? 
Later on, if there is a Communist organization in there, then it would 
apply. 

Mr. Warrrs. It seems to me also that this act could be broadened to 
bring within its application the officers and employees of labor organ- 
izations representing employees in their defense facilities. I think 
that amendment could come at a point in the act about section 5 (h), 
subdivision (1), subsection (c). It seems to me at that point there 
could be added something approximately along these lines: 

Substituting D for the present D and renumbering D to E so as 
to read: 

Any officer or employee of any labor union which represents any employees 


of a defense facility, to conceal or fail to disclose the fact that he is a member 
of such organization. 


Mr. Arens. May I ask you gentlemen what is the prospect of an- 
other election for the purpose of determining the ageney which shall 
have the right to bargain for the employees i in the Western Union? 
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Mr. Witcox. The present contract will expire April 1, 1952. The 
Communications Workers of America, which are the main bargaining 
representatives for the telephone company, have been conducting ¢ “am- 
paigns among our employees. In addition to that, the American 
Federation of Labor, or the Commercial Telegraphers Union more 
properly, have never ceased to attempt to organize and gain repre- 
sentation of the employees in the Western Union Telegraph Co 
in the metropolitan district. However, as to what the prospects are of 
these other organizations winning out seems to me to be questionable. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to ask you this question right there: What 
would be your reaction to having an amendment to the National Labor 
Relations Act precluding the certification of a labor organization if 
it is found by the National Labor Relations Board that the agency 
is Communist-controlled ¢ 

Mr. Waters. May I answer that? I think they have attempted to 
do that by the present non-Communist affidavit requirement. That 
is the machinery by which they hope to accomplish that objective. 

Mr. Arens. Assuming that the CIO was correct in its conclusion 
that the American Communications Association is Communist-con- 
trolled, then is it not obvious that this weapon has not, at least in this 
instance, been effective ? 

Mr. Warers. It seems to me that if the officers of this union have 
falsely sworn they are not Communists and do not advocate the over- 
throw of this Government by force and violence, as provided by section 
(h), that the Attorney General should prosecute. 

Mr. Anens. Of course, do you not also have another possibility 
where the officers would be front men who were not in the Communist 
Party or were not of Communist persuasion but who were controlled 
and manipulated by men in the back room who were Communists 4 

Mr. Warers. That might possibly be and that might possibly be 
a sort of loophole in that act. 

Mr. Lrrrie. I think we might have that same condition in our CTU 
units. There might well be Communists in the CTU units but the 
CTU itself has never been suspected of communism so far as I know. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any observations that any of you gentlemen 
care to make / 

Mr. Warers. I dare say this, that if the ACA units were established 
and held to be a Communist organization, the company certainly 
would cooperate in getting rid of any Communists who were h: indling 
the vital communications facilities of our company. 

Mr. Arens. At the present time, you have no information which 
leads you to believe that the Communists are not handling vital infor- 
mation? You do not know whether they are or not, do you ? 

Mr. Witcox. We couldn't prove it. 

Mr. Waters. But the point is even if we knew, we could do nothing 
about it. If we can do something about it and cooperate with the 
authorities, we will do it quickly. 

Mr. Arens. Gentlemen, we appreciate very much indeed your coop- 
eration with the mae oe and thank you for your testimony. 

(Thereupon, at 12:15 p. m., the hearing was recessed until 2 p. m.) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION 


The hearing was resumed at 2 p. m., upon the expiration of the 
) sw) > 
recess, 


Senator JENNER (presiding). The subcommittee will be in order.’ 


Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you solemnly swear 
that the testimony that you will give in this hearing will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Lenanan. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Will you kindly identify yourself by name and 
occupation ? 


STATEMENT OF JOSEPH T. LENAHAN, T. AND R. TECHNICIAN, 
WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH CO., NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Mr. Lenanan. Joseph T. Lenahan, T. and R. Technician, Western 
Union Telegraph Co., 60 Hudson Street, New York. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been so employed, Mr. Lenahan? 

Mr. Lenanan. Off and on for 35 years. 

Mr. Arens. Now, do you hold any official position or connection 
with the Commercial Telegraphers Union? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes; I am an international officer, a national officer, 
and the president of a local. 

Mr. Arens. And would you identify each official capacity which 
you have? 

Mr. Lenanan. I am a member of the international executive board, 
a member of the national executive board, and president of local 146, 
Commercial Telegraphers Union. 
Mr. Arens. What is the Commercial Telegraphers Union ? 
Mr. Lenanan. It is an international union of the American Fed- 
‘ation of Labor. 
Mr. Arens. What is its jurisdiction? 
Mr. Lenanan. Over all telegraph employees in the United States 
under the jurisdiction of the American Federation of Labor. 

Mr. Arens. What labor organization has the jurisdiction and cer- 
tification in the New York area? 

Mr. Lenanan. An independent organization known as the Ameri- 
can Communications Association. 

Mr. Arens. And how many employees are there who are affiliated 
with the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Lenanan. There are ee 5,000 under their juris- 
diction, not necessarily all members. 

Mr. Arens. And you are employed by the Western Union Tele- 
graph Co. at the present time? 

Mr. Lenanan. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Now, you are not a member of the American Communi- 
cations Association, are you’ 

Mr. Lenanan. I am not. 

Mr. Arens. But do you make contributions to the American Com- 
munications Association ? 

Mr. Lenanan. I am required to pay the equivalent of dues in the 
amount of $2.50 per month, plus a 25-cent strike assessment quarterly. 

Mr. Arens. To whom? 

Mr. Lenanan. To the American Communications Association. 
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Mr. Arens. Now, what happened with the American Communica- 
tions Association from the standpoint of its affiliation with the CIO? 

Mr. Lenanan. I understand that they were thrown out of the CIO 
for following the Communist Party line rather than the CIO policy. 

Mr. Arens. Now, approximately how many people pay, or have 
deducted from their pay, assessments to the American Communica- 
tions Association ? 

Mr. Lenanan. I would say—Do you mean in just Western Union? 
Or in all of their affiliates? 

Mr. Arens. In all of their affiliates. 

Mr. Lenanan. I would say about 6,500. 

Mr. Arens. And is the check-off substantially the same on all em- 
ployees, about $2 a month? 

Mr. Lenanan. I believe it is. 

Mr. Arens. Then the American Communications Association takes 
in a sizable amount of money every month from the various em- 
ployees; is that correct ? 

Mr. Lenanan. They do. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Lenahan, in the course of your work with the 
Western Union Telegr aph Co. and in the course of your experience 
in this field of telegraphy, have you had occasion to acquire informa- 
tion respecting the tie lines which are serviced by the Western Union 
for the various Government agencies of the United States Govern- 
ment ? 

Mr. Lenanan. I could. Information going over those circuits is 
available to me. 

Mr. Arens. I meant, do you have information that there are such 
things as tie lines in existence which are operated for the Armed 
Forces ? 

Mr. Lenanan. I do have that information. 

Mr. Arens. Now, can you designate for the purpose of the record 
the tie lines which are operated for the benefit of the various defense 
agencies of the United States Government under a contractual ar- 
rangement with Western Union ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Your question is more or less compounded there. 
There is a difference between tie lines and leased lines. 

Mr. Arens. Would you first then discuss tie lines and what they 
are and what agency has them and then would you discuss leased 
lines ? 

Mr. Lenanan. A tie line is a circuit installed between the Western 
Union central office and a customer who has a substantial telegraph 
file, with no charge to the customer. Now, the messages coming from 
all over the country are placed on that tie line and sent direct to the 
customer, rather than having them delivered by telegram or tele- 
phone, or delivered by messenger boy or telephone. 

Mr. Arens. What agencies of the United States Government have 
tie lines which are serviced by the Western Union Co. in New York 
City, where the American Communications Association is the bar- 
gaining agent ? 

Mr. Lenanan. The United States War Department Signal Center 
of the First Army Headquarters, Fort Wadsworth; United States 
Naval Air Station, Floyd Bennett Field, Brooklyn; Governors Island 
and Fort Jay, the post signal officer, Second Service Command; the 
New York Port of Embarkation in Brooklyn; the Sea Transport Sta- 
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tion, Atlantic Division, Army piers 1, 2, 3. and 4; the United States 
Navy, Naval Communications Service, at 90 Church Street, New 
York; Commandant, Third Naval District, Naval Communications, 
Navy Purchasing and Overseas Affairs; U nited States War Depart- 
ment, Fort Hamilton, Brooklyn, for both the post signal officer and 
the Army Service Forces; the United States Naval Shipyards, 
Brooklyn. 

Mr. Arens. Now, do the employees of the Western Union who are 
members of the American Communications Association have access, 
in the course of their work, to messages which are transmitted over 
these tie lines ? 

Mr. Lenanan. They do. 

Mr. Arens. Whi: _ isa shop steward, in the union terminology ? 

Mr. Lenanan. A shop steward is more or less of a leader in a de- 
partment, who is supposed to handle grievances for the members in 
that department, either with the immediate supervisor, or transmit 
them to the local or national officers for handling with the company 
Officials on a higher level. 

Mr. Arens. He i is appointed by, is he not, and responsible for, the 
officials of the union ? 

Mr. Lenanan. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. In union work? 

Mr. Lenanan. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. What isa leased line ? 

Mr. Lenanan. A leased line is a circuit that does not terminate in 
a Western Union message center. The circuit terminates in a cus- 
tomer’s headquarters on both terminals. In some cases, one customer 
will lease this line from the Western Union, paying a yearly rental, 
and the circuit may terminate in another office of his or in the office 
of another firm. 

Mr. Arens. What access do the employees of the Western Union Co. 
who are members of the American Communications Association have 
to the leased lines which are in existence ? 

Mr. Lenanan. All of their T. and R. forces 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly explain “T. and R.”? 

Mr. Lenanan. Testing and regulating forces, wire chiefs, and re- 
peaters, have access to information going over those circuits. 

Mr. Arens. Now, what agencies of the United States Government 
have leased lines which run into areas which are controlled by the 
American Communications Association ! 

Mr. Lenanan. The United States Air Force, United States Army, 
and United States Coast Guard. I do not know of any naval circuits 
that are in there at the present time. 

Mr. Arens. Now, let us assume a hypothetical case, and if it, in any 
way, varies from what might be the fact, you check me. 

Here is an officer today sitting in the Pentagon with a leased line 
which runs through an area under the control of the American Com- 
munications Association, and he has a confidential message he wants 
to send to an officer in Korea, or some secret message, over this leased 
line, pertaining to vital defense matters. Would you kindly explain 
for the benefit of the committee how an employee who is under the 
American Communications Association would have access to that mes- 
sage and how he could procure the information on that message? 
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Mr. Lenanan. Any T. and R. man in the Western Union could cut 
in a teleprinter for the purposes of testing and regulating. There is 
nothing to stop any individual employee in the testing and regulating 
departments from going in on these Government circuits. 

Mr. Arens. Now, just to clear the record, as I understand it—and if 
T make any misstatement of the fact you correct me—the man sitting 
in the Pentagon has a machine there on which a message is sent out 
over the leased line. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Lenanan. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And in the Western Union office in New York City there 
isa kind of booster machine; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Lenanan. Called a repeater. 

Mr. Arens. Called a repeater. And that machine reproduces on 
some kind of tape the message ; is that correct 

Mr. Lenauan. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, is it your testimony that the employees who are 
in this hie ican Communications Association periodically plug in to 
that machine to get the messages ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes. But I want to clear up a point in your ques- 

tion, there. That does not ordinarily come out on a printed tape unless 
oiaiiaaued regulating man actually cuts a printer in there. 

Mr. Arens. Yes; but he has that testing device available to him. 

Mr. Lenauan. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. And there are people in existence while we are sitting 
here talking today, in New York City, who have those machines for 
that purpose of cutting in to listen in on these messages ; is that correct 

Mr. Lenanan. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, on the basis of your experience as a telegrapher 
and an expe rt in this field, what is your appraisal of the type of people 
who are selected by the American Communications Association as 
the stewards ? 

Mr. Lenanan. My experience has been that these stewards are 
selected because of their aggressiveness among the employees of the 
Western Union Telegraph Co. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know Mr. Kehoe? 

Mr. Lenanan. I do. 

Mr. Arens. What is his full name? 

Mr. Lenanan. Joseph F., I believe. 

Mr. Arens. And who is he? 

Mr. Lenanan. I believe he is secretary-treasurer of the American 
Communications Association. At one time.he was vice president. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting any of his collateral 
activities outside of his union activities! 

Mr. Lenauan. Since I have been mixed up in labor, while I can’t 
prove it, I have heard that Mr. Kehoe has been connected with various 
organizations suspected of being subversive, and very often he is 
referred to as being a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not he teaches in the Jefferson 
School of Social Science ¢ 

Mr, Lenanan. I have heard that. . 

Mr. Arens. Do you know anything respecting Kehoe’s difficulties 
during the war, shipping out as an operator ? 

Mr. Lenawan., I have heard that his license as an operator was lifted 
during the war by the FCC. 

Mr. Arens. W ‘hy? 
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Mr. Lenanan. Because he was suspected of subversive activities. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Joseph P. Selly? 

Mr. Lenanan. He is the international president of the American 
Communications Association. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting his affiliations with 
Communist-front organizations ? 

Mr. Lenanan. I have a leaflet, which I have here with me, saying 
that Joseph P. Selly has been affiliated with the American Committee 
for Protection of Foréign Born. 

Mr. Arens. That organization has been cited as a Communist organ- 
ization, has it not? 

Mr. Lenanan. It has. This says that he has been affiliated with 
them as a sponsor, and on an undated letterhead received for files 
dated July 11, 1950, letterhead December 11 and 12, 1948, leaflet, Sixth 
National Conference, Cleveland, Ohio, May 9 and 10, 1942, page 4, 
book 1576, of coupons issued by the American Committee for Protec. 
tion of Foreign Born, to be used in appreciation for contributions 
received on behalf of Communists faced with deportation, and the 
program and call for the conference, Cleveland, Ohio, October 25 and 
26,1947. The Daily Worker of August 30, 1950, page 5, listed Joseph 
P. Selly as a signer of the American Committee’s statement against 
denaturalization. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Lenahan, I want the record to be abundantly clear 
on one point. 

Is it your testimony that the information transmitted over the tie 
lines by the defense agencies of this Government and the informa- 
tion transmitted over the leased lines by the defense agencies of this 
Government are available to employees of the Western Union Co. 
who are presently members of the American Communications 
Association ? 

Mr. Lenanan. That information is available to all of those em- 
ployees. 

Mr. Arens. On the basis of your background and experience, what 
is the potential for sabotage in the communications facilities in the 
Western Union set-up? 

Mr. Lenanan. Well, the potential is great. First, from using in- 
formation that is transmitted over these circuits—that information 
could be given to subversive outfits, and it is also possible that some 
members of the organization under the jurisdiction of suspected Com- 
munists could damage the plant seriously, necessitating a considerable 
amount of time to put it back in shape. 

Mr. Arens. Well, now, if the United States should become engaged 
in war starting tomorrow morning, what would be the potential for 
prompt sabotage in the Western Union plant by persons who would 
be so disposed to engage in sabotage ? 

Mr. Lenanan. The plant would be wide open to sabotage. There 
is no guard against it. 

Mr. Arens. How could it be consummated ? 

Mr. Lenanan. A spike could be put through cables, or acid could 
be‘poured on cables or through the insulation. 

Mr. Arens. What happened in the last strike along that line? Do 
you have any information of that character ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes. Right after the whistle was blown, some mem- 
ber or some individual involved in the strike pulled the main switch, 
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shutting off all telegraph current in the main office of the Western 
Union Telegraph Co. at 60 Hudson Street, closing down all tele- 
graph circuits for a period of 50 minutes, before any of the circuits 
could be restored. oh 

Mr. Arens. Now, under the law, before an agency may be certified 
as a bargaining agency for a Jabor unit, the officers of that agency 
must sign a non-Communist affidavit; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Lenanan. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. On the basis of your experience, how does that work, 
from the standpoint of keeping Communist control out of labor 
groups ¢ 

Mr. Lenanan. Well, I am a little bit im the dark as the result of 
my experience and my knowledge. I say that for this reason. I 
understand that both Mr. Kehoe and Mr. Selly, who are suspected 
and have been suspected of being Communists for years, have signed 
the affidavits saying that they are not Communists. Now, I have signed 
that affidavit for several years, and I can see where it would be possible 
for an individual who had been a member of the Communist Party, 
to resign from the Communist Party one day and then sign the 
aflidavit, and really be truthful about it, stating that he is not a 
member of the Communist Party, and the following day, after he 
has signed the affidavit, resume his membership in the Communist 
Party or any other subversive organization. 

Mr. Arens. Now, am I clear in my interpretation of your testimony 
that the American Communications Association has the cheek-otf 
system in operation now with Western Union ¢ 

Mr. Lenanan. In New York; yes. 

Mr. Arens. And the check-off system is a system whereby there is a 
deduction made from the pay of every employee after a certain period 
of time for union purposes: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Lenanan. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, are other communications unions in a similar 
situation, whereby they have the check-off system / 

Mr. Lenanan. Not in Western Union, but in other industries. 

Mr. Arens. Well, in the communications field. That is what I am 
speaking about. 

Mr. Lenanan. American Communications Association has the 
check-off system in some of their subsidiaries; like Western Union 
Cable Co., Radio Communications. I don’t know what other cable 
companies they represent. I think it is All-American Cables. 1] 
an say that they do have the check-off system in several of their 
affiliates. 

Mr. Arens. Now, is the American Communications Association 
the bargaining agent also for the Commercial Cable Co. ? 

Mr. Lenanan. I believe it is. 

Mr. Arens. And the Western Union Cable Co. ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. How about the French Cable Co. ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Mackay Radio? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. How about RCA Communications? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. How about Press Wireless Co. ? 
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Mr. Lenanan. No. They were, but they were thrown out of there. 
Mr. Arens. How about the Imperial Cable & Radio Co. of Canada ? 
Mr. Lenanan. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Arens. How about the Anglo-American Cable Co., which was 
owned by Western Union 4 

Mr. Lenanan. I believe they are certified as the bargaining agent 
for the Anglo-American Cable Co. 

Mr. Arens. Now, these messages, which we were talking about : 
little while ago, are not only domestic messages, but they are overseas 
messages as well, are they not ? 

Mr. Lenanan. That is correct. Information could be taken out of 
some of these messages both while they are in the hands of the Western 
Union Telegraph Co. and after they are transferred to the cable 
companies. 

Mr. Arens. Now, on the basis of your background and experience, 
do you have any appraisal to make of the importance of the com- 
munications system in the defense effort ? 

Mr. Lenanan. I think the communications system is a very vital 
organ, and we have a very dangerous situation as long as the Western 
Union Telegraph Co. or the cable companies recognize the American 
Communications Suniel bableg. based on their record. 

Mr. Arens. Based on whose record ? 

Mr. Lenauan. Based on the records of the officers of that associa- 
tion. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting a mass rally 
held in New York City in the summer of 1950, at which Mr. Selly 
and Mr. Kehoe, the president and vice president of the American 
Communications Association, were speakers ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes; on June 14, 1950, at approximately 6:50 p. m., 
at a mass rally held at a city hall in New York, of the Teachers Union 
and the Public Workers Union, both classed as communistic, Messrs. 
Selly and Kehoe were speakers from a sound truck. In his speech, 
Mr. Selly stated that he was authorized to speak for Harry Bridges, 
who was also supporting this group. Selly also stated that the Ameri- 
can Communications Association was no longer affiliated with the CIO. 

Mr. Arens. Now, who is Harry Bridges ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Harry Bridges is the head of the Longshoremen’s 
Union on the west coast. 

Mr. Arens. And has he'been in any difficulty recently ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes; he has been accused, and, I believe, convicted 
of being a Communist. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting members of 
the American Communications Association marching in the Commu- 
nist May Day parades? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes; there has been a picture taken of a Clair Feller, 
2 chief steward for the ACA in the traffic department of the Western 
Union Telegraph Co. in New York. 

Mr. Arens. Marching in the May Day parade? 

Mr. Lenanan. Marching in the May Day parade. 

Mr. Arens. And you have that picture before you now ? 

Mr. Lenanan. I do. 

Mr. Arens. That will be submitted for the purpose of the file. It 
will not be included as an exhibit at this time. 
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Now, Mr. Lenahan, do you have information respecting the dis- 
semination of Communist propaganda by the American Communi- 
cations Association to the employees of the Western Union Co? 

Mr. Lenanan. The trained mind can pick that out from their 
leaflets distributed among their membership. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Lenahan, do you have information respecting the 
copying of certain messages or the transmission of the information 
in certain messages which have been perpetrated by members of the 
American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes; I read an article in the newspaper by Mr. 
Reisel, who writes for the New York Mirror, describing how the con- 
tents of a message were copied. I later talked to several people in 
the Western Union, and I understand a Mrs. Kotzum was the indi- 
vidual who copied the message and was questioned as to why she was 
copying it by a Mrs. F arrell. I understand on Mrs. Kotzum was 
a about this and was suspended for 1 day for insubordina- 
tion to her superiors. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting the pattern of 
practices by the American Communications Association in its bar- 
gaining activities with the company 

Mr. Lenanan, I don’t have any specific information on their bar- 
gaining. I don’t think much of their bargaining, because they us sually 
sign a stipulation that they will take anything that the American 
Federation of Labor gets over and beyond what they can get them- 
selves. 

Mr. Arens. How do you account for the fact that the American 
Communications Association, which has been expelled by the CIO 
because the CIO found that the American Communications Associa- 
tion was Communist-controlled, is now the bargaining agent for sev- 
eral thousand employees in the communications field ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Well, from my own personal experience, and I have 
been through three or four campaigns in the Western Union Telegraph 
Co., they rule more or less by terror. 

Mr. Arens. Who rules by terror? 

Mr. Lenanan. The American Communications Association, through 
its stewards, 

Mr. Arens. Now, these stewards are employed by the company and 
are im the « ompany yremises ; is that true / 

Mr. Lenanan. That is right. I have noticed that they will not 
be very active in a campaign for certification by the Labor Board 
until just shortly before the close of the campaign, and then they put 
on a terror drive among the employees through their stewards. 

Mr. Arens. What do you mean by aterror drive? What dothey do? 

Mr. Lenanan. They have cursed and called people foul names right 
on the ‘operating floors, if they even suspected that they were leaning 
toward the American Federation of Labor. 

Mr. Arens. What else do they do? 

Mr. Lenanan. They have put out a lot of high-pressure propaganda, 
much of which was actual lies. 

Mr. Arens. Well, the American Communications Association ap- 
parently has consistently, for some several years, been successful in 
the various plant elections; have they not ¢ 

Mr. Lenanan. That is true. 
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Mr. Arens. How do you account for that ? 

Mr. Lenanan. By their terror actions. 

Mr. Arens. In your judgment, what is the solution to the problem ¢ 

Mr. Lenanan. ‘It is my belief that the Western Union Telegraph 
Co. could refuse to recognize them, as several other industries have, 
especially after they have been thrown out of the CIO because they 
followed the Community Party line rather than the CIO policy, which 
I think is evidence enough for the industry involved. 

Mr. Arens. Now, if the American Communications Association is 
certified by the National Labor Relations Board, is not the company 
obliged to negotiate with that agency and so certify? 

Mr. Lenanan. I understand that is the law, but several industries 
have just refused to recognize the subversive labor organizations, re- 
gardless of their certification by the National Labor Relations Board. 

Mr. Arens. Why do you feel that the Western Union Co. has ne- 
gotiated with the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Lenanan. I feel that the Western Union Telegraph Co, wants 
the American Communications Association in New York because the 

rates of pay that the members of the American Communications Asso- 
ciation members are getting in New York would total a half-million 
dollars less than they would be getting if they were under the juris- 
diction of the American Federation of Labor. 

Mr. Arens. I don’t quite get what you are driving at. I wonder if 
you could elaborate on that a little bit. 

Mr. Lenanan. To make myself clear, if the A. F. of L. was cer- 
tified as the bargaining agent in New York City tomorrow, in the 
Western Union, the Western Union would be required to bring the 

rates of pay up for their operators, and all classifications for that 
matter, to the rates of pay of the operators and similar classifications 
in Chicago, which is a similar set-up to New York. 

Mr. Arens. I take it what you are saying is that at the present 
time the rates of pay are lower now in the New York area. 

Mr. Lenanan. Than they are in Chicago. 

Mr. Arens. Now, whiy is that ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Well, because the American Federation of Labor 
drove a harder bargain with the Western Union Telegraph Co. than 
the American Communications Association did. 

Mr. Arens. I understand that. But why is it the American Com- 
munications Association didn’t drive a harder bargain? 

Mr. Lenanan. Well, I don’t know, unless we go back a little in 
their history, when they moved in on the Postal Telegraph Co. before 
merger. I understand that the Postal Telegraph Co. was almost bank- 
rupt, and Mr. Selly, the head of the AC A, went to Senator Wheeler 
and asked him to introduce merger legislation, and in return for that 
the Postal Telegraph Co. consented to an election, giving the American 
Communications Association a closed shop in the Postal Telegraph Co. 
before merger. 

Mr. Arens. That doesn’t quite | clear my mind on why the American 
Communications Association isn’t able, according to your testimony, 
to procure rates of pay from the company commensurate with the 
rates of pay which are procured by other labor groups in the com- 
munications field. 

Mr. Lenanan. Well, I couldn’t tell you why they can’t get them. 
Certainly they have the same opportunity to bargain on these rates 
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of pay with the company that the American Federation of Labor 
has. 

Now, while the American Federation of Labor has for years tried 
to get a union shop in Western Union, the company has consistently 
denied them a union shop until the last contract, and that was only 
after the ACA signed a 2-year contract, which many people feel was 
in return for the union-shop agreement with the company. 

Mr. Arens. If there were an election tomorrow, of the employees 
of Western Union in the New York area, to determine which agency 
should be the bargaining agency, who would win, in your judgment ? Q 

Mr. Lenanan. W ell, “with my experience in the last three elections, 
I wouldn’t hesitate to say that the ACA would win again, at the 
moment. 

Mr. Arens. Hasn’t the ouster of the ACA from the CIO had an 
impact upon the rank and file of the employees ¢ 

Mr. Lenanan. It seems to have had temporarily, and after the 
passing of a short time the same employees who d: amned the ACA at 
the time of the ouster are back again supporting the ACA. 

Mr. Arens. How do you account for that? 

Mr. Lenauan. Well, through propaganda passed along by word of 
mouth from the officers of the AC A down through the stewards, point- 
ing out to the individuals how much the ACA has done for them. Yet 
the records will prove that the ACA has not. As a matter of fact, 
the ACA has lost ground by comparison with the American Federa- 
tion of Labor. Before there was any union in Western Union, either 
CIO, A. F. of L., or ACA, the rates of pay in New York were higher 
than any place in the system. Now they are going down. They are 
lower than they are in Chicago and several other of the large cities. 

Mr. Arens. I want the record to be absolutely clear on this question 
of the interception of information. Let me, at the expense of being 
a little redundant here, pose this hypothetical case again, and you tell 
me just how there can be an intervention. 

Today, we will say, in this hypothetical case, there is a message at 
this moment being transmitted over a leased wire of the United States 
Government. That wire is available only to the agency of the United 
States Government that leases it. That is, the use of that wire is avail- 
able only to the Government agency which leases it. 

How can an employee of the Western Union, who is tied in as a 
member with the American Communications Association, have access 
to the information which is transmitted over that leased wire? 

Mr. Lenanan. Well in the first place, the individual T. & R. man 
has available 

Mr. Arens. And T. & R. is what, again ? 

Mr. Lenanan. Testing and regulating. Has available teleprinter 
machines for testing purposes. He could ostensibly cut in on a circuit 
for regulating. 

Mr. Arens You say he could. Do they, in the course of their rou- 
tine duties over the course of a week or month, actually cut in on 
these leased wires? 

Mr. Lenanan. They don’t usually cut in unless they are called in 
on them by the terminals. Let’s take the United States Air Force in 
Washington. If they w ere getting bad letters from some distant point 
on one of these leased wires, they would call Washington, the Western 
Union office, and tell them that the messages were coming in bad. 

85635—51——8 
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Washington Western Union office would immediately call in the first 
repeater, which would be New York City. That would be recorded 
by somebody in the office and put on a file, and along would come a 
T. & R. man, who would pick that up, and he would go over and cut 
in on that circuit. 

Mr. Arens. When he cuts in, does he get a tape recording? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And that is the whole message, on the tape? 

Mr. Lenanan. Yes: or many messages. 

Mr. Arens. What is he supposed to do with that tape when he 
gets it? 

Mr. Lenanan. After he has regulated the circuit and put it back 
in working order, he is supposed to destroy the tape, throw it in the 
wastebasket. 

Mr. Arens. What would keep one of these T. & R. men from just 
doing that right now while we are talking on some message that is 
going over an Air Force leased wire. 

Mr. Lenanan. What would keep him from doing what? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Lenanan. Nothing. They dothat every day. But I think the 
point vou want to bring out is what would keep him from putting that 
information in his pocket. 

Mr. Arens. That is what I mean. 

Mr. Lenanan. There is nothing to stop him from putting it in his 
pocket, except that there are rules that they are not supposed to take 
any information that is in a message or off a leased wire. 

Mr. Arens. And, of course, the next question would be obvious. 
There would be nothing that would keep him, if he were so disposed 
to do so, from turning that message over to a Communist agent ? 

Mr. Lenanan. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, I assume the same principles apply with refer- 
ence to these tie lines. Is that correct? 

Mr. Lenanan. That is correct. Any operator that is assigned to 
those wires could copy the information out of any message. 

Mr. Arens. Now, how about regular messages that don’t go over 
either a tie line or a leased wire? Let us assume that there is a tele- 
gram right now being sent from a Government agency with reference 
to production statistics to some factor Vv some pl ice, OVer just a regul: ar 
telegraph wire, a regular commercial wire. How would that become 
available? How would that message become available to an employee 
of the Western Union who is a member of the American Communica- 
tions Association ? 

Mr. Lenanan. That message is available to any employee of the 
Western Union Telegraph Co. who happens to be a member of the 
American Communications Association who is assigned to that wire. 
I have had personal experience with members of the American Com- 
munications Association using information out of telegrams that I 
have personally sent. As a matter of fact, I sent the messages as 
decoys, to see whether or not they did use it. I sent a message to our 
national president, giving him false information, that he knew was 
false, because I had talked to him on the telephone. I sent that mes- 
sage from our union office and left the union office immediately after 
giving that message to the messenger boy and traveled from 150 
Nassau Street to the Lincoln Hotel, at Forty-fourth and Eighth Ave- 
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nue in New York City, and when I walked into the hotel room there 
was a telephone cali there asking if I was crazy for putting that infor- 
mation in a telegram; that it was being passed all over the operat- 
ing room. 

Now, I sent that message to throw the ACA off during an election 
campaign, But it does go to prove that the information contained 
in telegrams is available to the members of the ACA and could be 
used. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Lenahan, we thank you very much for your testi- 
mony today, and you will be released from your subpena. 

Mr. Lenanan. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 3:15 p.m. Wednesday, May 16, 1951, the hearing 
was recessed until 10 a. m. Thursday, May 17, 1951.) 








SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN THE TELEGRAPH 
INDUSTRY 


TUESDAY, JUNE 5, 1951 


Untrep Srares Senate, 
SuscoMMItrree To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL SecuriITY Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Securiry Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
New York, N. Y. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 2840, 

Federal Building, Foley Square, New York, N. Y., Hon. Willis Smith 
presiding. 

Present: Senator Smith. 

Present also: Richard Arens, director of the subcommittee; Mitchel 
M. Carter, Donald D. Connors, Jr., and Edward R. Duffy, investi- 
gators. 

Senator Smirn. The hearing will come to order. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the witness, 
Mr. Joseph P. Selly, at this time be sworn. 

Senator Smirn. Will you stand up for a moment? 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give in this in- 
quiry and proceeding being conducted by a duly constituted sub- 
committee of a committee of the United States Senate shall be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Setty. I do. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the counsel 
to Mr. Selly identify themselves. 

Mr. Raninowirz. My name is Victor Rabinowitz, and my associate 
is Walter Koppelman, both of 76 Beaver Street, New York. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfuly suggest that Mr. Rabinowitz be sworn. 

Mr. Ranrnowtrz. I have not been subpenaed, and I don’t see why I 
should be sworn. It is rather unusual for a counsel to be sworn, and 
I can see no reason for such procedure. As a matter of fact, I should 
think that if counsel were proceeding under oath, he could hardly 
perform his full function as counsel and the result would be to deprive 
Mr. Selly of the right of counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Then, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that Mr. 
Selly be temporarily excused until we examine Mr. Rabinowitz as a 
witness. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I assume that you are prepared to serve me with a 
subpena. I see you are making something out over there. 

Mr. Arens. The subpena has already been made out. It is a ques- 
tion of making certain notations on our files, Mr. Selly, if you will 
kindly retire for a few moments across the hall, we will page you when 
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we are ready to proceed with your testimony individually, if you 
please. 

Mr. Sexxy. Is that the ruling of the Chair? 

Senator Smrrn. Yes, that is it. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Before Mr. Selly leaves, may I just inquire as to 
the point in procedure? Will I be able to secure a copy of the minutes 
of this proceeding ? 

Mr. Arens. That is a matter that will have to be determined by the 
subcommittee itself after the record is made. 

(Mr. Selly departed from the hearing room.) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, you have just been served with a sub- 
pena to appear before the Internal Subcommittee of the Senate; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smrru. Do you want him sworn ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Sairn. Mr. Rabinowitz, will you stand? 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give in this 
inquiry and proc eeding before a duly constituted subcommittee of the 
United States Senate shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Will vou kindly state where you were born, and when ¢ 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. July 2,1911,in Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Mr. Arens. And would you give us a brief résumé of your edu- 
cation ¢ 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I attended elementary school in the city of New 
York, graduating from public school No.—I think it was No. 167, 
in June of 1927. No, I believe it was 1923. I am not sure of the exact 
date. I attended boys’ high school in the city of New York, in Brook- 
lyn, and graduated from that, I believe, in June of 1927 

In September of 1927, I entered the University of Michigan, at 
Ann Arbor, Mich., graduating from the undergraduate school there 
in June of 1931; entered the law school at the University of Michigan 
in September of the same year, and graduated from law school in 
June of 1934. 

Mr. Arens. After your graduating from law school, would you 
trace, in résumé form, your various professional activities ? 

Mr. Razinowrrz. I became employed with the law firm of Hayes, 
Podell & Schulman in September of 1934. I continued with my em- 
ployment there until July of 1938, to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Arens. What city was that in, if you please ? 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. That was in New York, at 39 Broadway. 

I was admitted to the bar of New York, incidentally, in 1935, 
year after I graduated from law school. I was employed by Hayes, 
Podel] & Schulman until, I believe it was, July 1938. All of these 
dates, I think, are accurate, but some of them are a little remote and 
I may bea year off. 

In 1938, I became employed with the firm of Boudin, Cohn & Glick- 
stein, which then had its offices at 11 West Forty-second Street. I 
continued in my employment there. I don’t recall the exact year 
when I left. It must have been about 1944, if you will take a year one 
way, in either direction, and became a member of the firm of Neu- 
burger, Shapiro & Rabinowitz, with offices then at 61 Broadway. 
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A few years later, the firm expanded and Mr. Leonard Boudin 
became a member of the firm, and for the past 3 or 4 years, the firm 
name has been Neuburger, Shapiro, Rabinowitz & Boudin. For the 
516 years, we have had ‘offices located at 76 Beaver Street. I said that 
I was admitted to the bar of the State of New York in 1935. I was 
admitted to practice in the Federal District Court for the Southern 
District of New York, I would judge, in about 1942 or 1943, and to the 
bar of the United States Supreme Court about a year or two ago. 

I also have been admitted to a number of other Federal court bars, 
I don’t recall exactly which ones now. I believe they are the third 
circuit and probably the second circuit. 

Mr. Arens. Is Leonard Boudin’s son associated with your law firm ? 

Mr. Rapsitnowrrz. No. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know Leonard Boudin’s son? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Leonard Boudin has a son named Michael who is 
about 11 years old. 

Mr. Arens. Does he have any other children to your knowledge? 

Mr. Razinowirz. Yes: al a daughter named Cathy who is ¢ about 
7 or 8, maybe. 

Mr. Arens. Does he have any other children? 

Mr. Rapsinowirz. No. 

Mr. Arens. Is the Boudin who is associated with you in the prac- 
tice the same Boudin who was in the firm of Boudin, Cohn & Glick- 
stein ? 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. No. 

Mr. Arens. Does Mr. Boudin who was in the firm of Boudin, Cohn 
& Glickstein have a son ? 

Mr. Rapinowtirz. I don’t believe so. I am not certain. I know he 
has two daughters. I doubt whether he has any sons, although I am 
not sure. If he has, I have never heard of them. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
National Lawyer's Guild ? 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. Yes, Iam now a member. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been a member of the National 
Lawyer's Guild ¢ 

Mr. Rarrnowrrz. I think since it was organized. whenever that was. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been a member ¢ 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I say since it was organized, 

Mr. Arens. When was it organized? 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. I am not sure of the exact date. It was some- 
where around 1935, 1936, 1937, somewhere in there. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever held an office in the National Lawyer’s 
Guild? 

Mr. Rapsrnowrrz. Well, I have held office on committees. I may 
have been, I guess I was, on one or two occasions, a delegate to con- 
ventions of the guild. I don’t recall that I ever held any “office in the 
New York City chapter. I am now the chairman of the New York 
City chapter on labor law. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been chairman of the New York 
City chapter on labor law of the National Lawyer's Guild ¢ 

Mr. Ragsiowrrz. I think a year. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
National Council of American-Soviet Friendship ? 
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Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I think I will decline to answer that question, and, 
so as to perhaps save time with respect to future questions which may 
be along the same line, I should give some explanation. 

As you know, the organization to which you refer is on the Attorney 
General’s first list; at least I think it is. The purported purpose of 
this committee 

Mr. Arens. Would you first answer the question as to whether or 
not you are now, or have ever been, a member of the National Coun- 
cil of American-Soviet Friendship ? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I have stated that I must decline to answer the 
question. I would like to state the reasons for my refusal. TI believe 
that I have a privilege to refuse to answer under the provisions of 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution, which provides that no man 
may be required to be a witness against himself. 

As I said, the organization you refer to, I believe, is on the Attor- 
ney General’s subversive list. If it isn’t, it frequently has been 
charged with being a subversive organization. 

Mr. Arens. Do you fear criminal prosecution because of any alleged 
affiliation with the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship ? 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. I must decline to answer that question, also. And 
if I may, I would like to complete my answer because I think that it 
is appropriate that my question should be fully answered and that my 
grounds for the refusal to answer may be spread completely on the 
record. 

I have just checked a copy of the Attorney General’s subversive list 
and find that the organization referred to by counsel is on the list. 
Now, I am fully aware, or course, of the functions of this committee. 
I am also aware of the fact that the privilege that I am claiming 
is one of long historical precedent, and that the Supreme Court of 
the United States has held that it is intended as a protection to the 
innocent and a safeguard against tyrannical prosecution. 

I don’t recall the exact words, but that is the general idea. Now, 
this committee has 

Mr. Arens. Do you decline to answer the question as to whether 
or not you are now, or have ever been, a member of the National 
Council of American-Soviet Friendship? 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I have declined, and I have attempted to explain 
my reason for the declining. If you don’t want to give me an op- 
portunity to explain that, I am perfectly willing to let the record 
stand on that basis. 

Mr. Arens. You go ahead and explain anything you want to ex- 
plain. , 

_ Mr. Rasrnowitz. Thank you. I would appreciate it if you didn’t 
interrupt me. 

This committee is, by the powers that create it, supposed to be 
engaged in investigation of subversive activities or activities which 
are commonly called subversive. In view of the good deal of legis- 
lation which is now on the books, such as the McCarran law, the 
Smith Act, which was, yesterday, the subject of a decision by the 
United States Supreme Court, the Taft-Hartley law, and other laws 
of similar nature, I feel that an answer to this question, and to other 
questions like it, may very well lead to the very thing which the 
privilege was intended to prevent. 
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Mr. Arens. You understand, of course, do you not, Mr. Rabinowitz, 
that you decline to answer this question at your peril? 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I am a member of the bar and I understand, at 
least I try to become familiar with, the consequences of any actions 
that I may take as a witness. 

Mr. AreNns. You mentioned the McCarran Act. Are you con- 
versant with the provisions of the McCarran Act, the Internal Se- 
curity Act of 1950? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Generally speaking, I read it very closely when 
it was passed. I can’t recall the provisions of it now. 

Mr. Arens. Is there any provision of the McCarran Act which 
makes it a crime to become a member of an organization, or to hold 
membership in an organization, which is or may be deemed to be 
a Communist-front organization ? 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. Do you have a copy of the law here that I can 
examine / 

Mr. Arens. I do not know that we do have a copy. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I am not going to answer a question like that 
out of memory. And incidentally, I don’t know that I would care to 
answer the question in any event. If my views on the law are really 
of interest to the committee, I will be glad to do it, but not while 
I am under oath. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest to the Chairman 
that the witness be ordered to answer the question as to whether or not 
he is now, or has ever been, a member of the National Council of Ameri- 
can-Soviet Friendship. 

Senator Smiru. May I inquire, Mr. Rabinowitz, first, you have given 
all the reasons you have for not answering that question ? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. Well, I haven’t given all the reasons, no. 

Senator Smiru. Do you wish to give any other reasons? 

Mr. Rasiowrrz. 1 would like to do so, without interruption if that 
is possible. 

I am reasonably familiar with current activities of this committee, 
and of the House Committee on Un-American Activities, and am, I 
think, reasonably familiar with the recent judicial history of those 
committees, particularly with respect to the extent of the privilege as 
applied to witnesses before those committees. 

it is my opinion that I may refuse, decline, to answer questions 
which may afford evidence of an indictment, either directly or by way 
of background, or which may possibly be construed as a waiver of the 
priv ilege. 

Under all of these circumstances, and having in mind the purposes 
for which this committee was organized, and the recent Supreme 
Court decisions on the subject—the word “decisions” is plural—I de- 
cline to answer under those reasons. 

Senator Smiru. Those are all of the reasons for which you decline 
to answer ¢ 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. Those are all that I can think of at this particular 
moment. I think that is the basic reason. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered to answer the question as to whether or not he is now, or has 
ever been, a member of the National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship. 
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Senator Svirn. Mr. Rabinowitz, I now instruct and direct you to 
answer the question. 

Mr. Ranrvowrrz. I am sorry, but I must plead the privilege under 
the fifth amendment to which I have already referred. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, may I invite your attention at this 
time to title 28, section 634, United States Code, which reads as fol- 
lows: 

No testimony given by witnesses before either House, or before any committee 
of either House, or before any joint committee established by a joint or concur- 
rent resolution of the two Houses of Congress, shall be used as evidence in any 
criminal proceeding against him in any court, except in a prosecution for perjury 
committed in giving such testimony. But an official paper or record produced 
by him is not within the said privilege. 

Mr. Rapsrnowrrz. I wasn’t familiar, or at least I don’t recall at 
the moment having been familiar, with the provisions of that statute. 
I will be glad to look into the matter. If my position after investigat- 
ing the statute is in any way changed, I will, of course, advise “the 
committee. 

Mr. Arpns. Mr. Rabinowitz, have you ever been a teacher at the 
Jefferson School of Social Sciences / 

Mr. Rapsryowrrz. I must decline to answer that question on the same 
ground. That organization is likewise on the Attorney General’s sub- 
versive list. There are other reasons as well, but I think that is 
sufficient. 

Mr. Arens. And, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest to the chair- 
man that the witness be ordered and directed to answer the question 
as to whether or not he has even been a teacher at the Jefferson School 
of Social Sciences. 

Senator Smrra. Mr. Rabinowitz, the Chair directs and orders you 
to answer that question. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I must plead the privilege that I have referred to. 
I assume it will not be necessary for me to state the reasons again if 
the reasons that I have given before are applicable to this question 
as well. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, are you now, or have you ever been 
a member of the International Workers Order ? 

Mr. Rasinowitz. I must decline to answer for the same reason. 

Mr. Arens. And I assume—if I am in error, please correct me— 
that your reasons are the same reasons that you have given with refer- 
ence to the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Rawrnowrrz. Yes; they are. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question as to whether or not 
he is now or has ever been a member of the International Workers 
Order. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Rabinowitz, the Chair orders and directs you 
to answer the question. 

Mr. Ranryowrrz. I must decline for the reasons I have already 
stated. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, in 1947, did you send greetings to the 
Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade? 

Mr. Raxsrnowrrz. I must decline to answer that question for the 
same reasons. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest to the Chair 
that the witness be ordered and directed to answer that question. 

Senator Smirx. The Chair orders you, Mr. Rabinowitz, instructs 
and orders you, to answer the question. 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. | must decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Arens. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Arens. On the record. Mr. Rabinowitz, do you know a man 
by the name of Julius Rosenberg ¢ 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. The name is a very common one in New York. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Julius Rosenberg 
who was the defendant in a criminal proceeding? 

Mr. Rarrnowrrz. [f you are referring to the Julius Rosenberg who 
was recently convicted of espionage in the city of New York, ‘and I 
believe 

Mr. Arens. I am referring to that individual. 

Mr. Ranrvowrrz. I must decline to answer for the same reason. I 
think that the reasons are self-evident. Mr. Rosenberg, as I recall 
the reports of the case, was accused of a very serious crime for which 
he was sentenced to death, and I cannot answer questions concerning 
him, any possible aecquaintanceship with him. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest to the Chair that 
the witness be ordered and directed to answer the question as to 
whether or not he knows Julius Rosenberg. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Rabinowitz, the Chair instructs and orders you, 
and directs you, to answer the question. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I must decline to answer for the reasons stated. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, were you a candidate for Congress in 
1947 @ 

Mr. Rapninowrrz. I was a candidate for Congress. I think it was 
about 1947. There was a by-election in my congressional district 
caused by the elevation of Congressman Leo Rayfiel to the district 
court. I ran on the American Labor Party ticket and was able to 
come second, but that is not good enough. 

Mr. Arens. In the course of your campaign for Congress on the 
American Labor Party ticket, did you have, as one of your associates 
in your campaign, an indiv idual by the name of Jack Altman? 

Mr. Rapsrnowrrz. Do you mean running on the ticket with me, or do 
you mean one of the campaign wor kers? 

Mr. Arens. One of the campaign workers. 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. Well, there were many, many workers, not as 
many as I would have liked, but there were a very large number. 

Mr. Arens. Does the name Jack Altman recall any recollections to 
your mind? Do you know a Jack Altman? 

Mr. Raptnowrrz. Well, at the moment—I know a Jack Altman. 
T know a Jack Altman who is connected with the Wholesale, Retail, 
and Department Store Employees of America, or at least who was, 
and whom I have had occasion to meet with professionally; that is, 
he has been associated with defendants in litigation in which I was 
associated with plaintiffs, or vice versa. But ‘T don’t recall that he 
lived in Brooklyn. And knowing him as I do, I think it rather 
unlikely that he would have been a supporter of mine in any con- 
gressional campaign. 
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Now, that is the only Jack Altman that I can think of at the moment. 
There may be others, but I can’t remember just now. 

Mr. Arens. Who was your campaign manager when you ran for 
the Congress in 1946? 

Mr. Rasrnowrirz. In 1946 or 1947? 

Mr. Arens. 1947. I beg your pardon, 1947. 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. You see, Mr. Chairman, I ran for office a number 
of times. I ran for State senate, I ran for justice of the city court, I 
ran for Congress, and there may have been other campaigns. It is a 
little difficult for me to separate one campaign from another. 

My recollection is, now I may be wrong on this, but I know he was 
my campaign manager in one of the campaigns and perhaps more than 
one, I think that the campaign manager of that campaign was a man 
named Henry Klein. At least, I know that I assuciated closely with 
him during the campaign. Whether he was a candidate on the ticket 
or campaign manager, I am not sure. But I think he was campaign 
manager. However, I am not certain of it. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly spell his name for us? 

Mr. RasinowrirTz. K-]-e-i-n. 

Mr. Arens. Where is he located ? 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. The last I heard, he was located in Brooklyn. I 
have since moved out of Brooklyn, and I haven’t associated with him 
in the last 6 or 8 months. But when I moved away from Brooklyn, 
he was living in the county of Kings. 

Mr. Arens. Where is your present address? 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. Home address you mean ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Seven Serpentine Drive, New Rochelle, N. Y. 

Mr. Arens. And your wife’s name is Marcia Rabinowitz? 

Mr. Rasrnowlrz. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Is your wife now, or has she ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I must decline to answer that question for the 
reasons I have already stated. The association between my wife and 
myself is obviously a very close one and any questions which affect 
her, I think might bear upon my status. And for the reasons I have 
already stated, I must decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question as to whether or not, to 
his knowledge, his wife, Marcia, is now, or has ever been, a member 
of the Communist Party. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Rabinowitz, the Chair so orders you to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I must decline for the reasons stated. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, were you one of the petitioners who 
filed an amicus curiae brief on behalf of the attorneys who were cited 
for contempt by Judge Medina in-the trial of the 11 Communist 
leaders in this city of New York? 

Mr. Rawrnowirz. I think I was. I am not certain. But I believe 
that I did sign an amicus curiae brief at that time. 

Mr. Arens. What would cause the uncertainty in your mind? That 
has only been less than a little over a year ago, approximately. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Well, the only thing that causes the uncertainty 
in my mind is that I had nothing, personally, to do with the drafting 
of the brief, and, therefore, spent no time on it. 
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If I did sign it, it was an act that took a few minutes to read the 
brief, and a few seconds to sign it. I have a very, very busy practice, 
and events like this just don’t stick very clearly in my mind. I do 
believe that I joined in it. I do remember quite oh arly being requested 
to do so. 

Mr. Arens. Who requested you to do so? 

Mr. Rapsrnowrrz. I haven’t any idea as to who that was. It was 
a telephone conversation. And I also remember quite clearly that 
I agreed to sign the brief if after reading it I approved its contents. 
Now, whether it was actually presented to me and I did sign, I am 
not absolutely certain. But, of course, the court record here would 
show. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any way of prompting your recollection 
as to who it was that asked you to sign the brief 

Mr. Rawrnowrrz. I have absolutely no recollection of it, absolutely 
none. Mr. Sacher is a friend of mine. 

Mr. Arens. Is that Harry Sacher? 

Mr. Rapinowirz. Yes. He has been a member of the guild for about 
as long a& I have, I guess. 

Mr. Arens. You are referring to the National Lawyer’s Guild ? 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. Yes. And I felt that I should and still would 
do anything that I could to assist him in any matter such as that. 
So I didn’t place much attention to the person’s identity who asked 
me todoit. That had nothing to do with it at all. 

Mr. Arens. You did it, I assume from what you just said, as a 
service to Mr. Sacher? 

Mr. Rasinowitz. Asa service to Mr. Sacher, and as a service to what 
I considered—the Supreme Court said I was wrong, but anyhow—to 
be a just cause. 

Mr. Arens. Did you receive any remuneration or compensation for 
your participation in the filing of the brief on behalf of the 11 
Communist leaders? 

Mr. Rasinowirz. That question I can answer without any difficulty. 
The answer is “No.” 

Mr. Arens. What has been your association with Mr. Harry Sacher? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. As I said, he has been a member of the National 
Lawyer's Guild for over a period of many years, and I have met 
him at guild meetings, and I met him in court occasionally. I borrow 
briefs from es : he borrows briefs from me. 

Mr. Arens. May I just interpose this question before I forget it? 
The Harry Sather you are talking about is the same Harry Sacher 
who was involved in the citation for contempt in the tri al of the 
11 Communist leaders in New York City; is that correct ? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. That is the one. 

Ar. Arens. When did you first become associated with the American 
Communications Association ? 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. Well, the firm of Boudin, Cohn, Glickstein, to 
which I have already referred, had been representing American 
Communications Association before I became associated with the 
firm. And as a young lawyer in the firm, I was assigned to whatever 
job they wanted to give me. One of the jobs they gave me was that 
of representing the union. 

I have no idea as to the first date on which I had occasion to repre- 
sent the union. It must have been after 1938, if that is the year that 
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I first became associated with Boudin, Cohn & Glickstein. My pres- 
ent recollection is that it was probably somewhere around 1938-39, 
perhaps as late as 1940. 

Mr. ARENs. After the termination of your connection with Boudin, 
Cohn & Glickstein, how did you happen to maintain an affiliation, pro- 
fessionally, with the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Rasinowirz. Well, the international union and some of the 
locals retained me, when I left the firm. Some of the locals remained 
in the office of Boudin, Cohn & Glickstein, and then a few years later 
those locals changed as well. At the present time, I represent all of 
the New York City locals. 

Mr. Arens. Are you the general counsel for the American Commu- 
nications Association ? 

Mr. Rapsinowrrz. I guess that is my title. I am not exactly sure 
what that means, but I suppose that is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, are you now, or have you ever been, a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I decline to answer that question for the reasons 
already stated. . 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, | respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question as to whether or not 
he is now, or has ever been, a member of the Communist Party. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Rabinowitz, the Chair directs you and in- 
structs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. I must decline for the reasons stated. 

Mr. Arens. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. Arens. On the record. Mr. Rabinowitz, have you ever been 
approached or solicited to furnish information of any character 
which, to your knowledge, was to be used for the benefit of a foreign 
government ¢ 

Mr. Raprnowirz. You are asking me, in effect, whether I have ever 
committed a crime, and I must decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. You are not maintaining, are you, that furnishing in- 
formation to a foreign government is necessarily a crime? 

Mr. Rapinowirz. Not necessarily, but ee many circumstances it 
may be. In any event, as I said before, I don’t believe that my ¢t 
pacity as a witness is to argue questions of law with counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully request that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smiru. Mr, Rabinowitz, the Chair orders and directs you 
to answer the question just propounded. 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. I must decline for the reasons stated. 

Mr. Arens. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

(Mr. Selly returned to the hearing room.) 

Mr. Arens. On the record. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I assume, Mr. Chairman, that the record will now 
show that I have left the stand and that I am now appearing in my 
capacity as counsel rather than in the capacity of a witness. 

Mr. Arens. And co-counsel, Mr. Koppelman, Mr. Koppelman is 
also appearing, of record, as counsel to Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Korretman,. That is right. sir. 
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TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH P. SELLY, PRESIDENT, AMERICAN 
COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Selly, you have previously been sworn / 

Mr. Setiy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Just a half hour or so ago? 

Mr. Setry. About 10 o'clock. 

Mr. Arens. It is now 10 minutes after 11, so it is about 50 minutes 
ago that you were previously sworn; is that correct / 

Mr. Senxy. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly state when and where you were 
born ? 

Mr. Setiy. April 16,1905, New York City. 

Mr. Arens. Where were your parents born ? 

Mr. Sentry. In what is now Russia. It might have been Ukraine, 
I am not certain, at that time. 

Mr. Armns. And when did they immigrate to the United States 

Mr. Sexiiy. I am not too good about dates. I think it is about 50 
years ago. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly trace, in résumé form, your eduea- 
tion, where you went to school, what degrees you may have obtained, 
and the like ¢ 

Mr. Seviy. I graduated from Public School 132, in Washington 
Heights, from ‘Townsend Harris School—— 

Mr. Arens. This is all in New York City ¢ 

Mr. Seiiy. I'went to the College of the City of New York for about 
6 months, at the end of which time I won a scholarship to Cornell 
University, and attended that university on and off for about three 
or four semesters, 1 think, a year and a half or 2 years. I am not 
certain. 

I didn’t receive any degrees because I didn’t finish my course at 
the university. 

Mr. Arens. Then what was your first occupation or employment 
after the completion of your formal education’ By the way, let us 
have the date again, if you please. 

Mr. Seuiy. I was in the class of 1926, so that would mean that I 
finished in about 1924. Now, those are rough dates and I may not 
be too accurate. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly state what was your first employ- 
ment after you terminated your course of study ¢ 

Mr. Sexiiy. It is a long time ago, and I can’t be certain. But to 
the best of my recollection, my first job was in a book shop, Hime- 
baugh and Brown, which at that time was located on Fifth Avenue 
opposite the New York Public Library. 

Mr. Arens. And then just continue, if you will, please, tracing the 
various occupations or employments which you have had through 
the years. 

Mr. Seviy. Again, this will be a rough approximation because it 
goes back a long time, and I don’t know if I am giving them in con- 
secutive order. But I worked for several years in a book shop. Then, 
on and off as a draftsman, I had studied in the College of Architecture 
at Cornell University but hadn’t completed the course. I was not an 
architect, but I worked asa draftsman on and off. 
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I then worked for several years in a shoe store as a shoe salesman. 
It was the Arch Preserver Shoe Store on Thirty-seventh Street be- 
tween Fifth and whatever avenue is east of Fifth—Lexington, I 
guess, or Madison. 

Subsequent to that, I guess we come approximately to the years of 
the depression when I didn’t work, and finally worked and got a job 
on CWA projects, I think it was called, Civil Works Administration 
project, asa draftsman. I worked there for several years, after which 
the next employment for any period of time was, first, as an investi- 
gator in the Department of Public Welfare of the City of New York, 
from which position I was promoted to the housing administration 
in the department of public welfare, and was assistant housing admin- 
istrator for some period of time. 

Mr. Arens. Approximately what year is it that you are speaking of ? 

Mr. Setiy. Well, this goes up to shortly before I went to work for 
the union. 

Mr. Arens. And what year did you work for the union? You are 
speaking of the American Communications Association when you 
speak of the union; is that correct ? 

Mr. Setry. I am. As closely as I can really recall, it was in 1937 
that I went to work for the union. 

Mr. Arens. Beginning approximately in 1934 to 1941, you were in 
the Emergency Relief Bureau of the Department of Public Welfare 
of the State of New York; is that correct ¢ . 

Mr. Sexiy. Not to 1941. 1937, my recollection is, I went to work 
for the union. 

Mr. Arens. Then from about 1934 to 1937, you were affiliated with 
the Emergency Relief Bureau of the Department of Public Welfare 
of the State of New York? 

Mr. Setxy. As clearly as I recollect, those dates are approximately 
right. 

Mr. Arens. Would you express again what your particular duties 
were in that connection ? 

Mr. Sertry. I was successively an investigator, a supervisor, and 
then a—I don’t know what the title was, part of the housing depart- 
ment, doing surveys on housing conditions—and finally I was the 
assistant to the administrator of the housing department in the depart- 
ment of public welfare. 

Mr. Arens. Then was your next employment the employment with 
the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Sexry. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. That was in 1937; is that correct ? 

Mr. Setty. As closely as I can recollect, that is right. 

Mr. Arens. What was your first employment with the American 
Communications Association ¢ 

Mr. Seiiy. I was an organizer. 

Mr. Arens. And who engaged you as an organizer? 

Mr. Seviy. At that time, the CIO had just come into being as an 
organizing committee, and I was hired by the CIO, which then was 
the Committee for Industrial Organization before it became the 
Congress of Industrial Organizations. 

I received a credential from John L. Lewis, who was then the presi- 
dent of the Committee for Industrial Organization, and was assigned 
to work in this union, the American Communications Association. 
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Mr. Arens. What are your pdrents’ names? 

Mr. Seviy. Both my parents are dead. My mother’s name was 
Anna, and my father’s name was Isaiah. 

Mr. Arens. What was the last name? 

Mr. Setry. Selly. 

Mr. Arens. Have you always gone by the name of Selly / 

Mr. Setry. I have. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever gone by any other name # 

Mr. Sexy. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

And in connection with that, I would like to read an explanation 
which may save some time of this committee in connection with further 
questions. 

Mr. Arens. I am just at a loss here. I was under the impression 
that you did answer the question. Did you not answer the question 
a few moments ago when i asked you if you had ever gone under any 
name other than Selly and you said “No”? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Since the question was asked twice, I assumed, 
and I suppose the witness did, that there were two separate questions. 
Now, perhaps if the question was asked once, and the second one were 
withdrawn, we could save this difficulty. 

You asked it twice, so I assume that there was some different impli- 
cation to the second question than there was to the first. I suppose 
the witness did also, otherwise there wouldn’t be any reason for you 
asking twice. Maybe if the record is read back, we can clarify that. 

Mr. Arens. I suggest that the record be read back, if the chairman 
please. 

Senator Smirn. Suppose it is read back. I understood that he 
answered you. 

(The record was read by the reporter as follows :) 

Mr. Arens. Have you always gone by the name of Selly? 

Mr. Sevry. I have. 

Mr. ArRENS. Have you ever gone by any other name? 

Mr. Seiiy. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 


Mr. Arens. Those are the questions that I had in mind. 

Mr. Rastnowirz. They are two entirely different questions. He is 
refusing to answer the second one. 

Mr. Arens. Let me pose the question again, if you please. 

Have you always gone by the name of Selly ¢ 


Mr. Seviy. I answer as I did before, “Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever gone under any other name than the 
name of Selly ? 

Mr. Se.xy. I must refuse to answer this question because, under the 
provisions of the fifth amendment to the Constitution, no person may 
be compelled to testify against himself. 

Some explanation of my refusal may be in order since it may be 
that other similar questions will be asked by the committee, and it 
will save time—— 

Mr. Arens. May I just ask you this question, and interrupt you: 
Who wrote that statement that you are reading now? Did you write 
that statement, or was the statement written for you? 

Mr. Setiy. I wrote the statement on consultation with counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Proceed. 


85635—51——_-9 
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Mr. Sextxiy. I don’t know where I left off. It will save time if my 
position is made clear at the outset. 

I am aware of the historical background of the privilege I now 
claim, and I know that it has its roots deep i in our colonial history and 
in the history of England. I know that, as the Supreme Court has 

said, the privilege is one of great value, a protection to the innocent, 
and, to use the words of the Court, “a safeguard against heedless, 
unfounded, or tyrannical prosecution.” 

I am also aware of the recent history of this privilege, especially in 
its relation to the activities of the House Un-American Activities 
Committee of which this committee is the Senate counterpart. 

I know that this committee has, as its alleged purpose, the inves- 
tigation of activities popularly called subversive and within the 
purview of existing statutes, such as the McCarran law, the Smith 
Act, the Taft-Hartley law, and similar enactments. 

Above all, I am perfectly aware that the union, of which I am 
president, and its leadership, has been under direct attack by the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities which has spre: id upon its 
records numerous allegations gathered from our enemies. 

I refer to such documents as House Report 1311, Seventy-eighth 
Congress, second session, and House Report 278, Eighty -second Con- 
gress, first session. 

Mr. Arens. When you speak of “our enemies,” what enemies are 
you speaking of? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Why don’t you let him finish the statement ? 

Mr. Arens. May I suggest that counsel is not running this proceed- 
ing here now. 

‘Would you answer the question? When you speak of “our enemies,’ 
what enemies are you referring to? 

Mr. Setty. And I suggest that you wait until I finish my state- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest to the Chair 
that the witness be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. I think that vou should answer as we go along. 

Mr. Arens. The witness has produced here a voluminous statement 
of some three or four pages, at least from where I see it, and it would 
be difficult for me to maintain in mind each point he makes. I, there- 
fore, suggest that it is appropriate that at such time as he makes a 
point, that the staff members be given an opportunity to interrogate 
him on the point. 

Senator Smrru. May I ask him a question there? 

You have just referred to two House reports, I believe. 

Mr. Setry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smirm. Have you read those reports yourself ? 

Mr. Sentry. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. Have you read them yourself ? 

Mr. Setiy. Yes. 

Senator Smirxu. How long is it since you have read them? 

Mr. Setiy. Yesterday, most recently. I have read them many 
times. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer the question asked 
by counsel. 

Mr. Setriy. This reference to our enemies—I mean enemies of the 
union. 
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Mr. Arens. Would you proceed, if you please / 

Mr. Setiy. There is no doubt that this present hearing is a con- 
tinuation of these attacks on our union and its leadership. 

As you know, the House committee has also subpenaed our officers. 
Representatives of this committee and of the House committee haven’t 
in any way hidden their purpose. An investigator for this committee 
told one of the witnesses under subpena that the committee was 
examining charges that our union was Cocnnianlatdeamhabad 

An attorney for this committee told our counsel that our union and 
its leaders were alleged to be subversive, and that you would look 
into that subject. 

This concentrated attention by both committees of Congress on us 
can be explained only by the fact that our union is a fighting union 
which has, in the last few years of its existence, made tremendous 
gains for its members. 

We are now engaged in another battle for an increase in wages, 
and we have learned to expect our enemies to attack at such times. 
But our union membership and leadership will continue to carry on 
the struggle despite these attacks, 

We are all good, loyal Americans, devoted to the Constitution and 
the Bill of Rights, and opposed to many of the things which we be- 
lieve have characterized the work of this committee. 

We will support our principles because we know that only through 
the abolition of Jim C row and anti-Semitism, only through the pro- 
tection of free speech and free belief can the labor movement. accom- 
plish its purpose of enhancing the conditions of American workers and 
of protecting democracy. 

As I said before, the privilege I am now claiming is intended as a 
protection to the innocent and a safeguard against tyrannic al prosecu- 
tion. And so, pursuant to my rights under the fifth amendment, I 
must refuse to answer the question ‘and all others which might serve to 
lay the groundwork for such tyranny. 

I will take the same position with respect to any question which might 
provide evidence on which an indictment might be based, either di- 
rectly or to background, or to any question which might be construed 
as a waiver of the privilege. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Selly, I should like, at this time, to read to you sec- 
tion 634 of title 28, United States Code. 

No testimony given by a witness before either House, or before any committee 
of either House, or before any joint committee established by a joint or concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses of Congress, shall be used as evidence in any 
criminal proceeding against him in any court, except in a prosecution for perjury 
committed in giving such testimony. But an official paper or record produced by 
him is not within said privilege. 

Do you have any fear of a criminal prosecution by answering the 
question as to whether or not you have ever gone under any other name 
than the name of Selly ? 

Senator Smrru. Note this is after consultation with counsel. 

Mr. Setiy. Would you read the question back, please / 

(The question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Sexy. [ refuse to answer on the same grounds which I stated 
before, my rights under the fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Selly, before answering that question, you just con- 
ferred with your counsel, Mr. Rabinowitz; is that correct ? 

Mr. Seiiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness, 
Mr. Joseph P. Selly, be ordered to answer the question. 

Senator Smrrx. Mr. Selly, the chairman directs you and orders you 
to answer the question propounded. 

Mr. Setxiy. I must refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. You have just conferred with counsel before you an- 
swered that question ; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Setiy. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever gone under the name of Selkowitz, or a 
name of similar pronunciation ? ? 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectively suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Selly, the chairman directs you and instructs 
you to answer the question just propounded. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse to answer on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. I would like to add that it has 
often been suggested that alleged subversive individuals use false 
names. I feel that this question may be a prelude to further ques- 
tions along this line. I, therefore, exercise my constitutional right. 

Mr. Arens. Have you at any time procured a passport in your 
name, either as Selly or in any other name, which, to your knowledge, 
was to be used by another person? 

Mr. Serry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest to the Chair that 
the witness be ordered and directed to anwser the question. 

Senator Smrri. Mr. Selly, the Chair directs and orders you to 
answer the question propounded. 

Mr. Seriy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly trace your various employment 
activities from the standpoint of the offices you have held or the em- 
ployment positions which you have held w ith the American C ommuni- 
cations Association since your first connection with the association, 
which, I believe, you have stated was in 1937 ? 

Mr. Setxy. Again, with the qualification that the dates are approx- 
imate because it starts a long time ago, I believe I started in about 1937 
as an organizer, and within the next year and a half to 2 years I was 
elected vice president of the telegraph department. I believe it was in 
1940. T can fix it better by an event because I don’t remember the 
date. It was at the time that John L. Lewis resigned as president of 
the CIO that I became president of the organization. 

So I was an organizer, a vice president, and then the president from 
approximately 1940. 

Mr. Arens. In 1939, did you attend the convention of the CIO in 
San Francise . 

Mr. Setzuy. No; I did not. 
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Mr. Arens. In 1939, did you go to San Francisco at approximately 
the time that the CIO convention was held there ? 

Mr. Setiy. No; I did not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had contacts or associations with William 
Schneiderman who, at or about 1939, was located in the vicinity of 
San Francisco? 

Mr. Sexxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Selly, the Chair orders and directs you to 
answer the question. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the ground of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been employed as a communications 
worker ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. No; I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Whois Mr. William Schneiderman / 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Just before answering that question, you conferred 
with your counsel; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer see question. 

Senator Smrrx. Mr. Selly, the Chair directs and orders you to 
answer the question. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not Mr. William Schneider- 
man ever had any affiliation or association with the American Com- 
munications Association, of which you are president ? 

Mr. Setiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have some belief that testimony by you respect- 
ing whether or not Mr. Schneiderman was ever associated in any 
‘apacity with the American Communications Association would in 
any way jeopardize your position on the basis of any criminal 
prosecution ¢ 

Mr. Seiiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. You refuse to answer what? 

Mr. Sexiy. The question you just asked, 

Mr. Arens. You refuse to answer the question as to whether or not, 
in your mind, any affiliation or association which Mr. Schneiderman 
may have had with the American Communications Association would 
jeopardize you in any way; is that correct ? 

Mr. Rastnowirz. I wonder if we can have that question reread 
slowly. I would like to have it. 

Mr. Arens. The reporter will read it back. 

(The question was read by the reporter as above recorded. ) 

Mr. Sentry. In my opinion, it might. 

Mr. Arens. How might it? 
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Mr. Serr. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer each of the last two questions which 
he has declined to answer. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I think the first question was answered. It was 
just the second one. 

Mr. Arens. Yes; I beg your pardon, the last question. 

Senator Smrra. Mr. Selly, the Chair directs and orders you to an- 
swer the question propounded. 

Mr. Setxiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. And you have conferred with counsel, your counsel 
here, before you made that last answer: is that correct? 

Mr. Setxy. No; I conferred with Mr. Rabinowitz before I answered 
the first question. 

Mr. Arens. Two questions ago; was that correct? 

Mr. Sextry. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever procured a United States passport? 

Mr. Sexxy. In view of the previous question which you asked in 
regard to passports, I must refuse to answer this question on the 
grounds of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, if you please, I respectfully suggest that 
the witness be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair will direct you, Mr. Selly, to answer the 
question. : 

Mr. Setity. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. We ought to have a little signal here. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Selly, have you ever taken any trips abroad ? 

Mr. Sexxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds that I just 
stated, my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Selly, you are ordered and directed to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Seriy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Selly, have you ever been arrested ? 

Mr. Setiy. I am consulting counsel. 

Mr. Arens. I observe that frequently. 

Mr. Setiy. The answer is “Yes.” 

Mr. Arens. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Arens. On the record. When were you arrested ? 

Mr. Sexxy. I can’t recall the dates. There have been several occa- 
sions. They were in connection with strikes being conducted by my 
organization. The last time that I recall was during the—— 

Mr. Arens. By your organization, I assume you mean the American 
Communications Association. 

Mr. Setiy. That is correct. The last time was during the strike 
against the Western Union Telegraph Co. 

Counsel reminds me, the last time was the strike against the Mackay 
Radio, and that was in the winter of 1948, I think. Approximately 
that is the date. 
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Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name Stachel ? 

Mr. Sexry. I refuse to answer on the ground of my right under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Jack Stachel. 

Mr. Setxy. Are you repeating the question ? 

Mr. Arens. Mr, Chairman, | respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smiru. The witness is ordered and directed to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Setry. And I must refuse under my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Roy Hudson? 

Mr. Sexy. I refuse to answer under my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a man, to your knowledge, by the name of Jack 
Stachel ? 

Mr. Sexxy. I read his name in the newspaper this morning. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a man, to your know sine, by the name of Jack 
Stachel ¢ 

Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness be admon- 
ished at this time that his consultation with counsel be limited so that 
counsel will not put the answer in the mouth of the witness. 

The counsel has already testified here this morning. If it is a 
question of getting answers from counsel, we will just direct he ques- 
tions to the counsel rather than the witness. 

Mr. SELLY. a Chairman, I think I am entitled to consultation 
with counsel. I don’t know of any change in the law that applies 
here, and applies generally, and I intend to avail myself of that 
consultation unless I am prohibited by this committee. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest that the right of counsel for the 
witness does not extend to counsel telling the witness specifically the 
words to say. 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. I might say in no case have I suggested to the 
witness what answer he should give. I have merely advised him if, 
in my opinion, the various questions asked came within the priv ilege. 
I have never suggested at all what his answers should be, or, if I have, 
they have been “completely involuntary. I don’t recall having done 
it at all. 

Senator Smirm. Do you want him to answer the question? 

Mr. Arens. With the explanation by counsel, I observe that they 
have had prolonged consultation after each question. 

I respectfully suggest to the Chair that counsel’s participation in 
this proceeding be limited to legal advice to the witness rather than 
any suggestion as to the specific answers. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. It has been and it will continue. 

Senator Smirn. It seems to the Chair that the witness could be 
advised by counsel as to whether or not he should answer without 
seeking consultation, we may say. 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. You mean I should suggest on the record ¢ 

Senator Smiru. No; that the witness might ask counsel whether he 
shall, and counsel might object to his answer in that case. 

Mr. Setry. That is what I have been doing. 

Mr. Arens. It seems a little unprecedented for counsel to be 
such prolonged consultation with the witness. 





130 SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 


The question is posed. May I get back to Mr. Stachel ! 

Mr. Secty. You are asking some pretty complicated questions, and 
maybe it takes a little time for me to answer, to find out whether I 
should answer the question. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel can tell you “Yes” or “No,” without engaging 
in long conversation. 

Mr. Setry. He can, but that may not be sufficient to explain to me 
my rights. 

Mr. Arens. Is there, to your knowledge, a man by the name of 
Jack Stachel ? 

Mr. Setiy. I think I have already answered that question. 
have seen his name in the papers. 

Mr. Arens. Have you seen his name any place else besides in the 
papers / 

Mr. Seity. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever seen the man who, to your knowledge, is 
Jack Stachel? 

Mr. Sexry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and instructed to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Setiy. I refuse to answer under my rights of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever seen a man by the name of William 
Schneiderman ? 

Mr. Setiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you, Mr. Selly, to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Seity. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. In both of these questions, these last two questions, you 
have been advised by counsel—is that correct—before you gave 
your answer ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a man, to your knowledge, by the name of Roy 
Hudson ¢ 

Mr. Sexxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Se.ty. And I refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Who are the other officers of the American Communi- 
cations Association? You have already identified yourself as the 
international president ; is that not cor1 rect ? 

Mr. Setxy. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And who are the other officers, if you please ? 

Mr. Seviy. Secretary-treasurer is Joseph Kehoe. The vice presi- 
dents are Lawrence Kelly, William Bender, and Dick Panza. Those 
are the officers. 

There are, in addition, international executive board members. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly cite their names for the purpose of 
the record ? 
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Mr. Seriy. John Wieners and Louis Siebenberg. These are inter- 
national executive board members representing the telegraph depart- 
ment. For the broadcast department, Eugene Dupree, and I don’t 
recall the other board member at the moment. For the radio and 
cables department, Frank Grumman and Frank Lenhan. 

Mr. Arens. What contracts does the American Communications 
Association have at the present time? 

Mr. Seity. A whole series of contracts with broadcasting stations, 
too numerous to mention, and I wouldn’t be able to recollect the names 
of the companies. 

Mr. Arens. Let us mention a few of them, those that do come to 
your memory. 

Mr. Sretiy. Well, it is a little bit difficult for me to remember the 
names of these contracts, because I don’t—— 

Mr. Arens. Do you remember any of the radio stations with which 
you have contracts? 

Mr. Setxy. I would say this: Roughly, the majority of the secondary 
stations in New York outside of the main chains, almost all of the 
broadcasting stations in Philadelphia—I don’t know them by their 

call letters, but almost all, except perhaps one or two—and a few 
others that are scattered around in other cities; I think in Baltimore, 
Wilkes-Barre, perhaps one or two other cities. 
Mr. Arens. on have some in Detroit; do you not? 


Mr. Sevty. No; I don’t think so. I don’t think we have any local 
in Detroit at the present time. We may have had at one time. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any in Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Sevty. That I am not certain of. We may have one station 


in Washington. 

Mr. Arens. What is the nature of the contract? What are the con- 
tractual arrangements ? 

Mr. Seuriy. Typical labor-union contracts setting forth hours, 
wages, and working conditions. 

Mr. Arens. The American Communications Association, of which 
you are the international vice president—— 

Mr. Setty. International president. 

Mr. Arens. International president, has the bargaining rights in 
these radio stations concerning which you have just mentioned ; 
that correct? 

Mr. Setty. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, for what employees in the radio stations do you 
bargain ? 

Mr. Sexxy. In most cases for the technicians. 

Mr. Arens. What do you mean by “technicians” ¢ 

Mr. Sexity. The men in the control room and the men at the trans- 
mitter, in some cases for other employees and technicians, either 
office workers in addition to the technicians or, I think in a few cases, 
even some program announcers in addition to the technicians. 

Mr. Arens. Can you recollect any program announcers for whom 
you bargain or the stations at which you bargain for the program 
announcers ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. No; I can’t because those that I have a faint recollection 
of would be in Philadelphia, and I don’t know the persons nor the 
stations. But I vaguely recollect that some of the contracts do cover 
other than technicians and they may cover station announcers. 
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Mr. Arens. Would you tell about your contract arrangements with 
other companies besides the radio stations? 

Mr. Seniy. We hold a contract with the Western Union Telegraph 
Co. for the metropolitan New York division of that company. 

Mr. Arens. And kindly express the purport of that contract similar 
to the manner in which you expressed the general provisions of the 
other. 

Mr. Sexry. It is a labor contract setting forth agreed-upon wages, 
hours, and working conditions for the employees in the metropolitan 
New York division. 

Mr. Arens. Who among the employees are embraced in the con- 
tract with Western Union in the New York metropolitan area ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. All those employees within the unit which had sometime 
ago been certified as the appropriate collective-bargaining unit. 

Mr. Arens. Who among those employees are so certified ? 

Mr. Seity. Do you mean what cra tts of workers? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Sexcty. All kinds of workers; workers in the commercial depart- 
ment; workers in the traftic department; workers in the revenue- 
accounting department. 

Mr. Arens. What other contracts does the American Communica- 
tions Association have ? 

Mr. Setry. A contract with the RCAC—that is, Radio Corp. of 
America Communications. ‘That is a subsidiary of RCA engaged in 
international communications. 

The contract is, again, a labor-union contract setting forth wages, 
hours, and working conditions agreed upon between the company and 
the union for the e mployees i in the appropriate bargaining unit. 

Mr. Arens. What employees are embraced in that contract, if you 
please ¢ 

Mr. Seitzty. Again, as in Western Union, both traffic, commercial, 
and revenue-accounting employees. 

Mr. Arens Do you also have a contract with Western Union Cable? 

Mr. Setty. We do. 

Mr. Arens. Would you express yourself on that contract, please, 
and the employees that are embraced ? 

Mr. Sexty. It is similar to that in RCA. It is a contract covering 
wages, hours, and working conditions for the cable employees in the 
Western Union Cable Co. In that case it is not confined to New York 
City. 

There are some cable employees, some few, who work out on Long 
Island; a few who work, I think, in Miami, wherever that cable is 
down there, and maybe one or two other work locations. The bulk of 
the workers, however, are here in New York City. 

Mr. Arens. They handle messages that go overseas, do they not? 

Mr. Sexxy. Correct. They handle international communications. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any on the west coast? 

Mr. Seuuy. Yes. We don’t hold a contract with any company on 
the west coast, but our RCA contract also covers a group of RCA 
employees working on the west coast, in San Francisco and in other 
cities. 

Mr. Arens. And do they handle messages going to the Far East? 

Mr. Seiiy. That is correct. 
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Mr. Arens. Oversea messages ¢ 

Mr. Seity. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What other contracts do you have? 

Mr. Seiity. We have contracts—— 

Mr. Arens. Do you have a contract with Mackay ? 

Mr. Seiity. No; we do not. We did have beteie the strike. We 
have a contract with a small cafeteria corporation which runs a pri- 

vate cafeteria in the Western Union Building here in New York City, 
covering a small group of cafeteria employees. 

We have a contract covering a subsidiary of Western Union. | 
don’t recall the name of it. Perhaps counsel does. It is a small con- 
tract covering the group 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. The name of it is Teleregister Corp. 

Mr. Seviy. Teleregister Corp. 

Mr. Arens. And they do what? 

Mr. Sevity. They service the tickers which are in brokers’ offices 
and which carry stock market quotations. That is a subsidiary of the 
Western Union Telegraph Co. 

Mr. Arens. And your contract covers the employees who service 
these machines, is that correct ? 

Mr. Sexxy. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any other contracts 

Mr. Sexty. Yes; one with the French Cables Co., a small corpora- 
tion engaged in international communications. The contract is similar 
to those held with Western Union and RCA. I can’t recall any others 
at the moment. 

Mr. Arens. What is the aggregate membership of the American 
ere Association ¢ 

Mr. Sexiy. I don’t like to answer this question for organizational 
reasons which I think this committee ought to appreci iate. We don’t 

casually publish our membership figures. We consider it organiza- 
tionally incorrect to be forced to give those figures. If I am directed 
to answer the question, however, T will. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully request that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Selly, the Chair directs and orders you to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. Setity. Again recording the fact that I think it is improper and 
an invasion of the org: anization’s rights, I will nevertheless answer by 
approximating as closely as I can. I would say that the aggregate 
number of workers covered by the contracts I mentioned, and any 
others I may have forgotten, the aggregate number of workers cov- 
ered by contracts would be around, to be safe within limits, between 
nine and eleven thousand workers. 

The reason for the gap is that there is a tremendous turn-over in 
sections of this industry, and it is impossible at any given time to give 
u more accurate figure. 

Mr. Arens. How many of the nine to eleven thousand workers em- 
braced in the various contracts are actually dues-paying members of 
the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Sexty. Again, I would ask that the chairman direct counsel not 
to ask that question because it is, I think, an unfortunate invasion into 
the workings of a union that, in my opinion, is not appropriate. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest to the Chair that 
the witness be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Syxntu. The Chair directs you to answer the question, Mr. 
Selly. 

Mr. Seiiy. I was afraid you would. The answer is, again, an ap- 
proximation because of the same factor of turn-over. This is a rough 
guess: Between seven and eight thousand of the nine to eleven thou- 
sand covered by contract are dues-paying members. 

Mr. Arens. How much are the dues? 

Mr. Setry. I can only give you an approximation. I would have to 
look at our current dues rate. They vary according to earnings in some 
of the set-ups. I think that the highest dues paid, and they are the 
smallest group numerically, are in “the broadcast department where 
the wages are the highest. 

Mr, Arens. I was really undertaking to elicit the aggregate income 
of the American Communications Association from dues. T am not 
particularly concerned at the moment with what each individual mem- 
ber pays. 

I understand it is on a scale in accordance with the earnings ? 

Mr. Setiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. What is the aggregate income from dues? 

Mr. Setziy. I would like to suggest that you ask these questions of 
the secretary-treasurer who can give you more accurate answers. 
Mine would be guesses. 

Mr. Arens. Could you give just a good approximation ? 

Mr. Secry. I think I can. I would say in the last 3 months, the 
average income from dues, initiation fees, would be approximately 
between $6,000 and $7,000. 

Mr. Arens. Is that for one full month or for 3 months? 

Mr. Setiy. That is per month. 

Mr. Arens. Does the American Communications Association have 
any other income other than the income from dues? 

Mr. Seviy. From initiation fees, assessments 

Mr. Arens. I mean, any on anything other than the income which 
comes from the members in the course of dues and initiation fees. 

Mr. Setry. No regular income, although on the occasions of strikes, 
we have received considerable help from other organizations, other 
unions. 

Mr. Arens. What other organizations or unions have, let us say in 
the last several months, made any contributions to the American Com- 
munications Association ? 

Mr. Setty. None. We haven’t been engaged in any strike in that 
period. 

I think we ought to make it clear for the record that I am talking 
about the income of the international union, and I assume your ques- 
tions are directed to that and not to the local. 

Mr. Arens. Yes; the locals have their own income from the mem- 
bership, too. 

Mr. Seiiy. That is correct, and in which they pay a part, in per 
capita, to the international. Our income is derived directly from the 
per capita. We have no direct dues-paying members in the inter- 
national. 

Mr. Arens. Let us explore that for a moment. What is the aggre- 
gate income of all the locals in addition to the income which comes 
to the international ? 
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Mr. Setuy. I couldn’t even make an educated guess on that. 

Mr. Arens. That would have to be from the secretary-treasurer 5 1s 
that correct 

Mr. Serr. Either from him or in the aggregate from the locals. 
I am not sure that he even understands because the per capita differs, 
and there are some variations in the rules on per capita. 

Mr. Arens. Who is it in a shop—let us say Western Union as an 
illustration—who is responsible to the union for union affairs? 

Mr. Seitiy. We have a system of shop stewards. 

Mr. Arens. Who appoints the shop stewards ¢ 

Mr. Sriiy. They are elected by the representative group in each 
physical section, set-up, or craft. 

Mr. Arens. Does the shop steward receive any remuneration or 
compensation in any form from the American Communications Asso- 
ciation ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. Not for the regular performance of his duties. Tt may 
be that, if he is called off the job by the local union for a specific pur- 
pose, he is compensated for time lost. 

Mr, Arens. And what are the duties of the shop stewards? 

Mr. Setiy. Roughly, to convey to the members who are within their 
jurisdiction or responsibility the program of the union, and to inform 
them of whatever may be in their interest. 

In the course of negotiations, for instance, shop stewards get special 
bulletins which enable them, in turn, to tell the membership what the 
score is on negotiations with the company. 

Mr. Arens. The shop stewards—if I am wrong, please correct me— 
are employees of a company and also hold a position with the union; is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Sexiy. That is correct. They are all employees of whatever 
company they are working with. They are elected as representatives 
of the workers and are called shop stewards. 

Mr. Arens. Do these contracts, to which you have previously al- 
luded, carry the check-off provisions / 

Mr. Setiy. Some of them carry the rights for check-off as estab- 
lished under the Taft-Hartley law. 

Mr. Arens. Have you signed a non-Communist affidavit under the 
Taft-Hartley Act? 

Mr. Sevtry. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. When was that ? 

Mr. Seviy. Again, I can’t recall the date. Maybe counsel can re- 
fresh my recollection if you have no objection. 

Mr. Argens. Approximately when was that? 

Mr. Setiy. Well, it was after the Mackay strike. Asa rough guess, 
in 1949 or 1950. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a Communist as of the time you signed the 
non-Communist affidavit under the Taft-Hartley Act ! 

Mr. Sexiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smrrn. The Chair directs the witness to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Setiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Arens. Do any of the employees who are bargained for by the 
American Communications Association handle overseas cables or over- 
seas messages ? 

Mr. Seutiy. Yes. I testified before, that, in Western Unior Cables, 
RCA, and French Cables, they are engaged, the companies generally 
and the employees in whatever capacity they work, exclusively in the 
transmission and reception of international communications. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any international communications going to 
recipients who are in the Military Establishment of this Government ? 

Mr. Setry. I think so. I think the companies get substantial file 
from all of the Government agencies, including the Army, the Navy, 
and the Coast Guard, and State Department, and I assume they are 
transmitted to distant points. 

Mr. Arens. What is a leased wire? 

Mr. Setxy. A leased wire? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Setiy. For example, the American Telephone & Telegraph Co. 
has facilities which it may, on occasion, lease out either to other com- 
munications companies or to a private customer. The lease of a wire 
means generally, in this industry, the sale for a given period, under 
contract terms, of the right to use an existing fac ‘ility, a wire, cable, or 
coaxial cable, or whatever it may be, for a rate depending on the num- 
ber of words or on the distance or on other factors. 

Mr. Arens. Does the Western Union Co., with which the American 
Communications Association has its contract, have any leased-wire 
arrangements with the Government of the U nited States or any depart- 
ment or agencies of the Government, to your knowledge ? 

Mr. Seuty. I don’t know. I would think so. I know that they lease 
wires to private corporations, and I would think that they lease wires 
to Government agencies, but I am not certain. 

Mr. Arens. What is a tie line? 

Mr. Setry. I am not too good on some of these technical questions, 
but I will give you my understanding of what it is. Well, there is no 
point, as I might be inaccurate. You had better ask one of the people 
who work in the industry. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know in general what a tie line is? 

Mr. Setity. My impression is that it is a connection made between 
the outside company and the Western Union Telegraph Co. or the 
telephone company, something that ties in the outside corporation's 
business office to the main tr: affic center of the company. 

Mr. Arens. Are employees for whom you bargain in either RCA, 
RCA Overseas, Western Union, or Western Union overseas engaged 
in servicing, maintaining, processing, or working on in any capacity 
the leased wires or tie lines which Western Union has at the disposal 
of agencies of the Government of the United States? 

Mr. Sexxy. If there are such leased services, leased wires or tie 
lines, and if they cut into the metropolitan New York division, mem- 
bers of my union are very likely to be engaged in servicing, equipping, 
transmitting, and maintaining those services. 

Mr. Arens. When was the American Communications Association 
expelled from the CIO? 

Mr. Setity. Again, I am not good on dates. That is a matter of 
public record. Well, let’s see; I guess it was in 1950. 
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Mr. Arens. Did you participate in any way in the proceedings 
which resulted in the expulsion of the American Communications 
Association from the CIO? 

Mr. Seviy. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Ranrvowrrz. Just so the record may be clear, I don’t think that 
the record ought to create the impression that the only time the witness 
consults with counsel he comes - with a refusal to answer. Fre- 
quently he consults with counsel and will come up with an answer. 

Mr. Arens. Yes; I am willing to confess, for the purpose of the 
record, that prior to nc time the witness gave this last answer, he 
consulted with counsel and then answered the question affirmatively. 
We are making progress. 

The last question was along the line of what you did in the proceed- 
ing. Did you appear and testify, or what was your participation in 
the proc eedings which resulted in the expulsion of the American Com- 
munications Association from the CIO? 

Mr. Setxy. Yes; I did appear. 

Mr. Arens. At the hearings which were held in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., and I represented my union in those proceedings. 

Mr. Arens. In 1949, around April of 1949, did you attend a meet- 
ing at the Hotel Diplomat, in New York City, on labor matters ¢ 

Mr. Seuiy. I don’t know what you are referring to. You will have 
to identify it more clearly for me to be able to give an intelligent 
answer. 

Mr. Arens. Was there a meeting on or about April 26, 1949, at the 
Hotel Diplomat in New York City which you attended ¢ 

Mr. Setxy. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Arens. May I refresh your recollection by suggesting that Mr. 
Irving Potash made an address at the meeting, Hotel Diplom: it, New 
York City, on April 26, 1949. 

Mr. Ranrnowirz. May I inquire whether the question is whether 
he attended the meeting or whether he spoke at the meeting or just 
what ? 

Mr. Arens. You were chairman of the meeting, were you not / 

Mr. Setiy. It would help me if you could identify the meeting. 
My own union’s locals frequently hold meetings at the Hotel Diplomat. 

Mr. Arens. If you want me to identify the meeting, it was the labor 
commissioners of the Communist Party that held the meeting at the 
Hotel Diplomat at New York City on April 26, 1949. Does that re- 
fresh your recollection ? 

Mr. Setiy. Yes, sir. 

You are asking me whether I attended this meeting ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Setzy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you refusing? You said a while ago you had no 
recollection. 

Mr. Sexuy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I request that the witness be ordered 
and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smrrn. Mr. Selly, the Chair orders and directs you to 
answer the question. 

Mr. Seuzy. I must refuse under my rights of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Irving Potash? 
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Mr. Seity. I refuse to answer under my rights of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Senator Smirx. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Seviy. I must refuse under my rights under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a man by the name of Irving Potash? 

Mr. SE:LY. oy have seen his name in the papers. 

Mr. Arens. Did counsel just give you that answer ? 

Mr. Setiy. Counsel just advised me whether or not I should answer 
the question. 

Mr. Arens. Then you gave some kind of an answer. Did counsel 
just now suggest the answer to you? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I suggest that communications between counsel 
and client is another priv ilege. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question as to whether or not 
counsel suggested the answer which he should give to the last question 
which | propounded to him. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Selly, the Chair directs you to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Setiy. Counsel advised me whether or not to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Arens. Did the counsel suggest the answer to you ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. He did not. 

Mr. Arens. Were you, in 1946, a member of the Action Committee 
To Free Spain Now? 

Mr. Seizy. | have before me a list of alleged subversive activities, 
alleged subversive organizations, prepared, | “believe, by the Attorney 
General’s office, which includes the Action Committee To Free Spain 
Now, the committee to which you have just referred. 

My answer to your question is that I refuse to answer on the 
grounds of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you construe your rights under the fifth amendment 
to protect | you from answer ing a ques stion respecting the Action Com- 
mittee To Free Spain Now, which you have said has been cited as a 
Communist-front organibation as distinguished from a Communist 
organization ¢ 

Mr. Setry. I see this organization listed on this piece of paper as a 
Communist organization. 

Senator Smirn. What piece of paper is that? 

Mr. Sentry. This is entitled, “The Consolidated List of Organiza- 
tions Previously Designated as Within Executive Order No. "835 by 
Letters of November 24, 1947, May 27, 1948, April 21, 1949, July 20, 
1949, September 26, 1949, August 24, 1950, and September 5, 1950, 
According to the Classification of Section 3, Part 3, of the Executive 
Order.” 

Senator Smiru. That is the piece of paper you just referred to? 

Mr. Sexy. That is correct. 

Senator Smirn. Where did you get that? 

Mr. Setiy. From my counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question as to whether 
or not you are now, or have ever been, a member of the Action Com- 
mittee To Free Spain Now? 





SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 139 


Mr. Sevxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Setxty. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
American Committee on Spanish Freedom / 

Mr. Sevxiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator SmitH. And that is after you have consulted with counsel 
and examined the piece of paper just referred to 4 

Mr. Setiy. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Suir. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Setxy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Is there such an organization, or was there such an 
organization known as the Action Committee To Free Spain Now ? 

Mr. Sevxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment, after consultation with counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, | respectfully suggest to the Chair that 
the witness be ordered to answer the question as to whether or not 
there is or ever Was an organization known as the Action Committee 
To Free Spain Now, and I invite the attention of the witness to the 
fact that this question does not involve whether or not he has ever 
been a member of that organization. 

Senator Smira. The Chair directs you to answer the question, Mr. 
Selly. 

Mr. Seviy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
American Committee on Spanish Freedom ? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I think that was the one that was just inquired 
about. 

Mr. Arens. Strike that last question. 

Is there or has there ever been an organization known as the Ameri- 
can Committee on Spanish Freedom ? 

Mr. Sreixy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the Chair that the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer the question. I point out to the wit- 
ness that the question does not carry with it a request for information 
as to whether or not the witness has ever been a member of the Ameri- 
can Committee on Spanish Freedom. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs the witness to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Setiy. The committee you refer to is listed on the list that I 
referred to before, and I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
American Council for Democratic Greece? 

Mr. Setry. I see that one on this list of alleged subversive organ- 
izations. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 


85635—51— 10 
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Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you to answer the question, Mr. 
Selly. 

Mr. Sentry. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
American-Jewish Labor Commission ? 

Mr. Sexxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Sexxy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
American Peace Mobilization ? 

Mr. Sexty. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Setxy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
American Council for Soviet Relations ? 

Mr. Secxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrra. The chairman directs, Mr. Selly, that you answer 
the question. 

Mr. Setiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
American-Slav Congress ¢ 

Mr. Sexiiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirru. The witness is directed and ordered by the Chair 
to answer the question. 

Mr. Setiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
National Council for American-Soviet Friendship ? 

Mr. Seiiy. | refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Smirxg. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Setiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
tifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. In 19-44, or at any time, were you chairman of the Inter- 
national Labor Defense? 

Mr. Seviy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Seviy. And I must refuse to answer on the grounds of mv 

rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. To your knowledge, who is presently president of the 
American-Slav Congress ? 

Mr. Sexy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 
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Senator Smirxu. The Chair directs and orders you to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Setiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information as to who is presently on 
the board of directors of the American-Slay Congress ? 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the ground of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs the witness to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Setty. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Who is the head of the International Labor Defense? 

Mr. Setiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs and orders you to answer the 
question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had occasion to be on the west coast in con- 
junction with any of your professional activities ? 

Mr. Setiy. Yes. In connection with my work in the union I have 
been on the west coast fairly fr equently. 

Mr. Arens. When was the last time you were on the west coast ? 

Mr. Seury. I think it was about a year ago. I am not certain of 
the date. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever addressed a meeting at 1105 Gough 
Street, in San Francisco? 

Mr. Setiy. That doesn’t mean anything to me. 

Mr. Arens. G-o-u-g-h. 

Mr. Sexxy. It still doesn’t mean anything to me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you addressed certain meetings in the San Fran- 
cisco area ? 

Mr. Seviy. Yes, I have spoken at meetings of my local union there, 
local 9. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other meetings you have addressed be- 
sides meetings of local 9? 

Mr. sey. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrn. The chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Setiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Bill of Rights Conference? 

Mr. Sevty. The name doesn’t sound familiar to me. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a sponsor of a Bill of Rights Conference 
which was held in New York City, July 16 to 17, 1949, under the aus- 
pices of the Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Setty. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs and orders you to answer the 
question, Mr. Selly. 
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Mr. Setty. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. And were you a sponsor of a conference held in New 
York City, July 19, 1948, entitled “The National Emergency Confer- 
ence for Civil Rights”? 

Mr. Sexty. Isn't that the same question you just asked me? 

Mr. Arens. No, sir. 

Mr. Setiy. What is the difference ? 

Mr, Arens. The first was July 16, 1949, the Bill of Rights Con- 
ference. The activity which I am now interrogating you on is the 
National Emergency Conference for Civil Rights held in New York 
City, July 19, 1948, 

Mr. Seviy. Can you identify that any further‘ As you read it, it 
doesn’t mean anything to me. 

Mr. Arens. The National Emergency Conference for Civil Rights, 
New York City, July 19, 1948. Were you a sponsor of that confer- 
ence ¢ 

Mr. Seixy. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a sponsor of a national conference held in 
Chicago, November 21 to 23, 1947, under the auspices of the Civil 
Rights Congress? 

Mr. Sevry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirx. The Chair orders and directs you to answer the 
question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Setrty. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. And have you ever been a sponsor of a Committee for a 
Democratic Foreign Polic vt 

Mr. Sruiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs and orders you to answer the 
question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Sevry. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a sponsor of the ee Confer- 
ence on American Policy on China and the Far East held in New York 
City? 

Mr. Setzy. What is that name? Would you read it again, please? 

Mr. Arens. National Conference on American Policy in China and 
the Far East. 

Mr. Setry. I see that name, like the others, on this list I have re- 
ferred to of the alleged subversive organizations. I refuse to answer 
the question on the rounds of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair orders and directs vou to answer the 
question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Setty. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a speaker at the Jefferson School 
of Social Sciences? 

Mr. Sexry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not Mr. Rabinowitz, your 
counsel, has ever been a speaker or teacher at the Jefferson School 
of Social Sciences ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirx. The Chair directs you to answer each of the last 
two questions propounded. 

Mr. Seity. And I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. And you have conferred with your counsel about that, 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Setiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not your counsel, Mr. Rabino- 
witz, is now, or has ever been, a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Sexxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smitu. And the Chair directs you and orders you to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Setity. And I refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not your counsel, Mr. Rabino- 
witz, was one of the petitioners for leave to file an amicus curiae brief 
on behalf of the attorneys who were cited by Judge Medina for con- 
tempt of court at the trial of the 11 Communists in New York? 

And, Mr, Chairman, I respectfully suggest that counsel to this wit- 
ness be admonished at this time to advise Mr. Selly exclusively with 
reference to his rights and not to suggest an answer to the question. 

Senator Smirn. I think it might be well for the record to show that 
Mr. Selly’s counsel can advise him openly as to whether or not he shall 
answer a question. 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I have no objection to giving my advice on the 
record each time if you would prefer that. I personally would prefer 
it. 

Mr. Seiiy. Counsel has advised me to answer the question. May 
I please hear it again? 

Mr. Arens. Would the reporter read the last question ? 

(The pending question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Setiy. I don’t know. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrtz. I think I spoke too hastily before, but the chair- 
man’s suggestion that I make my objections on the record would be a 
good idea. 

On reconsideration, I don’t think it would be a good idea. I don’t 
see any reason why my advice to my client should be made a matter of 
record before this committee. 

I have no objection to making objections to questions, as one would 
in a court, for example, but I don’t feel that my advice to my client is 
a matter of public information. I think that that is protected by : 
privilege that is just as ancient and as well-recognized as the one that 
the witness is claiming. 

Mr. Arens. But I do not think there is any precedent which is an- 
cient or well-recognized which enables counsel to engage in extensive 
consultation with a witness in a proceeding of this character, before 
counsel advises the witness whether or not he has an objection to the 
witness’ answering a particular question. 
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Senator Smrru. Do you mean as between each question ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Setuy. Let me say something about this, why there is some 
protracted discussion. 

I am not a lawyer, but I have followed fairly closely the decisions 
of the courts, and the recent cases having to do with the exercise of 
this privilege. There have been many decisions and they are complex. 

It isn’t enough for me merely to get a yes or no from my counsel in 
terms of advice. I have to be serine} in my own mind a question 
jeopardizes me, and, on occasion, that conviction only comes or doesn’t 
come after some discussion and after I ask appropriate questions, 

I rely on my judgment, not upon what counsel tells me. I take that 
into account. 

Mr. Arens. How many shop stewards are there in the American 
Communications Association, or stewards. I think the word “shop” 
should not appear there. 

Mr. Setiy. They are called by all names, shop stewards, stewards, 
but people fitting into that general classification, I would say, through- 
out the entire union, there must be : approximately between 300 and 
500. 

Mr. Arens. These shop stewards within the union framework re- 
port to whom, and receive their directions from whom ¢ 

Mr. Setry. In most locals, the shop stewards meet periodically in 
a sort of council, although it might not be called by that term, but in 
a meeting of shop stewards periodically, and some locals regularly, 
under the bylaws. They meet once a month or every 2 months. 

In other locals, they meet on occasions when it seems to be desirable 
to convene them for a particular purpose. There is no hard and fast 
rule about their meetings. Sometimes several months will go by 


Mr. Arens. I do not believe I have quite made my question clear. 
What is the chain of command from the shop stewards on up? 

Mr. Setry. It is difficult to describe in those military terms because 
of the functions of the shop stewards. Shop stewards are not, in a 
sense, responsible to anyone else. If they have a responsibility, it is 
to the shop stewards council, which is a body of shop stewards and 
which meets periodically as I have indicated. 

Mr. Arens. What is the agency of the union that is next in echelon 
above a shop steward ? 

Mr. Sexty. Well, again, the military analogy is an unfortunate one 
because it doesn’t convey, with any accuracy, the functions. 

Mr. Arens. You are the top man of the union, are you not? You 
are the president? 

Mr. Setty. I am the president. 

Mr. Arens. And there are other officers of the union in the inter- 
national organization ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. Below the international level, what officers intervene 
between the international officers and the actual workers? That is 
what I have in mind. 

Mr. Setry. Well, again, with the qualification that the analogy is 
still not accurate, but I get the sense of what you want, the persons 
responsible for the functioning of the international union, the entire 
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union, between conventions, determines our policy, are the officers of 
the international union, and that includes myself. 

Each local union, in turn, has officers. But the locals have a great 
degree of autonomy, and that is why it isn’t accurate to speak in terms 
of demand. For instance, I can’t demand a decision of a local union 
under our constitution, nor can I direct an officer of a local union what 
he shall do. He, like I, is responsible to the membership in his local 
union. That is why the analogy that you suggest doesn’t convey ac- 
curately what you are looking for. 

There is no chain of command in that sense. The membership is 
the final authority on all questions. Between membership meetings, 
the officers of the local in one case, of the international in the other 
case, are responsible for carrying out the policies determined by the 
membership. 

Mr. Arens. How often are the meetings, Mr. Selly ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. Membership meetings in locals are, in most cases, man- 
datory under their constitution and bylaws once a month. 

Senator Smiru. Is that provision generally observed 

Mr. Sexry. Yes. The exception would be very rare and would be 
only because of an emergency meeting which might displace the regu- 
lar meeting, or during a : strike, or during crucial negotiations. 

Senator Smiru. Who would call those emergency meetings ? 

Mr. Setty. Generally speaking, the officers of the local union which 
in itself is involved in the matter that is being considered. 

Senator SmirH. Would those meetings be called after consultation 
with, or direction from, you or some other officer of the local union ¢ 

Mr. Seity. Never by direction with me because I wouldn’t have that 
power ; frequently in consultation with me if it is the feeling of the local 
officers that the matter is something beyond the general interest of 
the local union. 

Mr. Arens. Who is the head of the local union in New York City 
that deals with Western Union? It is local No. 40; is it not 

Mr. Setxty. Yes. The chairman of the local is John Wieners. 

Mr. Arens. Does he also hold an office in the international ? 

Mr. Setxy. He is an international executive board member. I don’t 
know if you call him an officer, but that is his title. He is representing 
the telegraph department on the international executive board. 

Senator Smirx. Did you tell us that you were not a communications 
worker yourself ¢ 

Mr. Sexy. I was asked whether I had ever worked in the communi- 
cations industry, and my answer was “No.” That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Your experience has been, so far as communications is 
concerned, exclusively in the field 

Mr. Setiy. The years of my association with the union and repre- 
senting the union in the various capacities that I have described, ap- 
pearing before Government agencies, like this one, Federal Communi- 

cations Commission, and other agencies. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the New York Committee To 
Win the Peace, in 1946? 

Mr. Sexy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirxa. Mr. Selly, may I ask you a question? You have just 
given this answer after a whispered conference with your counsel ? 

Mr. Setty. After consulting with my counsel, yes. 
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Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Did you sign an open letter in 1949 to the President on 
the Spanish question ? 

Mr. Sevry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment, after consultation with counsel. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair now directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Sexxy. I refuse on the grounds of my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had any connection with the Joint Anti- 
Fascist Refugee Committee ? 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Is there an organization known as the Joint Anti- 
Fascist Refugee Committee ? 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. [ respectfully suggest to the chairm: an that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

I point out to the witness that I have not, in this question, asked 
the witness whether or not he has had any connection with the Joint 
Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee, but only whether or not there is such 
an organization as the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee. 

Senator Smirx. The Chair directs the witness to answer the question. 

Mr. Setxy. As with the other organizations that have been re- 
ferred to, I see the name “Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee” 
listed in this list of alleged subversive organizations. I must there- 
fore refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you construe your rights under the fifth amendment 
to provide you with some immunity in the answering of a question as 
to whether or not there is such an organization as Joint Anti-Fascist 
Refugee Committee ? 

Mr. Seixy. I construe it to provide me with the privilege of the 
right to refuse to answer if, in my opinion, to answer would be an 
invasion or might be an invasion of my rights under the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Are you, or have you ever been, associated with the 
National Federation for Constitutional Liberties / 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you and orders you to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Sexxy. I refuse on the grounds of my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a supporter of Henry Wallace when he ran 
for the Presidency ? 

Mr. Sexy. The answer is “Yes.” And I consulted with counsel 
before I answered. 

Mr. Arens. Did you sign a statement urging the President of the 
United States to have a conference with Joseph Stalin in 1949? 

Mr. Sexry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 
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Senator Smiru. Mr, Selly, you gave that answer after a whispered 
conference with your counsel ? 

Mr. Rapinowirz. I am sure the chairman doesn’t intend to create 
the thought that it was a conference. He leaned over to me; I said a 
word to him, and he answered after that. 

Senator Smiru. I think the record should show that in this, as prob- 
ably in a good many questions, there were whispered conversations, 
inaudible to some of the others present, between the questions. Just 
have the record show that. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I think that that is generally true in the areas 
where there was some doubt. With respect to the questions put con- 
cerning the structure of the union, and so forth, I think the Chair will 
agree that there were no conferences. 

Senator Smirn. What was the last question’ We will ask Mr. 
Selly to answer that. 

Mr. Sexiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. I direct you to answer. 

Mr. Arens. Do you continue to refuse in spite of the direction of 
the chairman ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. I do, under my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Does the American Communications Association have 
a publicaton ¢ 

Mr. Setry. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What is the name of the publication ? 

Mr. Setiy. A. C. A. News, for American Communications Associa- 
tion. 

Mr. Arens. Who is the editor of the publication A. C. A. News. 

Mr. Seixiy. Charles Silberman. 

Mr. Arens. To your knowledge, is Mr. Silberman, or has he ever 
been, a member of the Communist Party 

Mr. Setxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Razinowrrz. Without consultation with counsel. 

Senator Smiru. May the Chair inquire as to whether or not the 
witness understands that the privileges and provisions of the fifth 
amendment justify him in refusing to answer questions about another 
party where he is not personally involved / 

Mr. Seury. I am not sure I follow you. 

Senator Smirnu. In other words, is it the witness’ understanding 
that the fifth amendment protects him against the requirement of an 
answer to a question about a third party / 

Mr, Setvy. It is my understanding that the fifth amendment pro- 
tects me from answering any question which I think, in my judgment, 
gives me reasonable apprehension to fear that my answer might be 
used in a Federal prosecution of me. 

Senator Smira. Of yourself, personally ? 

Mr. Sexy. Correct. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer the question about 
Mr. Silberman. 

Mr. Seiyy. And I must refuse under my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
People’s Radio Foundation ? 
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Mr. Sexxy. I don’t know what that organization is. I will need 
further identification. 

Mr. ArENs. Were you a charter member of the People’s Radio 
Foundation in 1946 or 1947, or thereabouts ? 

Mr. Seuiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. And you give that answer after another whispered 
conversation with your counsel at the table? 

Mr. Setxy. I gave it after consulting with counsel. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair now directs and orders you, Mr. Selly, 
to answer that question. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know that there is, or was, an organization 
known as the People’s Radio Foundation, Inc. ? 

Mr. Seiiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I point out to the witness at this time that this question 
does not involve the element as to whether or not he has ever been 
a member of the People’s Radio Foundation, but merely undertakes 
to elicit from the witness information as to whether or not he knows 
that there is, or ever was, an organization known as the People’s 
Radio Foundation. 

I, therefore, respectfully suggest to the chairman that the chairman 
order and direct the witness to answer the question. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs and orders the witness to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Setxy. In view of counsel, on several preceding occasions, mak- 
ing the same point—that in regard to this or that particular question, 
as in this one, you are not addressing yourself to the question of 
whether or not I am or was a member of an organization, but merely 
inquiring as to whether I know of its existence—I still must refuse 
to answer on the grounds of my rights under the fifth amendment 
because of the context in which these questions are asked and this 
question has been asked. I therefore refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Arens. Did you in any way advocate or participate In any way 
in the defense of the 11 Communist leaders who were convicted in New 
York City? 

Mr. Sexry. I refuse to answer on the ground of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair orders and directs you to answer the 
question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Setty. And I refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Has there ever been, to your knowledge, in existence 
an organization known as the Committee for Free Political Advocacy ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. The name doesn’t mean anything to me at the moment. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a signer of a statement of the Committee for 
Free Political Advocacy in March of 1949? 

Mr. Setty. It still doesn’t mean anything to me. I don’t recollect. 

Mr. Arens. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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Mr. Arens. On the record. Mr. Chairman, in view of the hour 
now of about 12:40, I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the 
session be recessed, and that Mr. Selly be requested to appear here 
to resume his testimony at 2 o’clock. 

Senator Smirn. Is that satisfactory? Is there any objection ? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. No objection. 

Senator Smirxu. Without objection, we will recess until 2 o'clock. 

(Thereupon, at 12:40 p. m., a recess was taken until 2 p. m. of the 
same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The subcommittee reconvened at 2 p. m., upon the expiration of 
the recess. ) 

Senator Smirn. The hearing will come to order. Mr. Arens, you 
may proceed. 

Mr. Arens. Are you ready to proceed, Mr. Selly ? 

Mr. Setxy. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH P. SELLY, PRESIDENT, AMERICAN 
COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION—Resumed 


Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Setiy. And I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smirx. Mr. Selly, the Chair directs and orders you to make 


an answer to that question. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendmeit. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not there is such a man by the 
name of Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Setxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds under my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. I direct you to answer the question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Setxy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel that your answer to the question as to 
whether or not there is an individual known as Louis Budenz would, 
in any sense, tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Sexxy. I feel it might, and that is why I invoke the privilege. 

Mr. Arens. In your capacity as president of the international organ- 
ization of the American Communications Association, do you have 
access to the various plants in which workers of the American Com- 
munications Association, or workers for whom the American Com- 
munications Association bargains, are engaged in their daily activi- 
ties? 

Mr. Seiy. I meet with company officials in collective bargaining 
or in the handling of grievances periodically on company premises. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have access to the plants for the purpose of 
talking to members of the American Communications Association 
who work in the plants? 

Mr. Sexxy. Not ordinarily. 
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Mr. Arens. Do you go to the plants to engage in conversation with 
the workers on the premises of the company 

Mr. Setiy. No; not as a regular thing. There may have been some 
occasions over the past years “when, at the invitation of the company, 
I did. But normally I would not. I would go to the premises of the 
company to meet with company officials under ordinary circumstances. 

Mr. Arens. What is your contact, if any, with the employees of the 
plants who are afliliated with the American Communications Asso- 
ciation ? 

Mr. Setry. I meet them at membership meetings. 

Mr. Arens. How frequently are those meetings ? 

Mr. Seiiy. Well, the meetings, as I explained before, are gener- 
ally once a month for each local union. Now, I don’t attend all local 
union meetings. But on occasions where the local officers feel that 
they want me to attend, or where I feel that I have something to say, 
I attend the meetings. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have occasions to have sessions with just the 
officers of the various locals as distinguished from sessions with the 
membership ¢ 

Mr. Seixty. There are occasions when I have such sessions. 

If, for instance. we are negotiating, let’s say, with the Western 
Union Telegraph Co. There might be, and there have been, occa- 
sions when I will meet with the officers of the local that is involved 
in that contract, or with the negotiating committee, which might not 
be the same as the officers, to advise and consult with them. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had occasion to receive information trans- 
mitted to you which was acquired by workers in Western Union in 
the course of their daily routine work from messages which were 
transmitted over the wires of Western Union / 

Mr. Setty. My counsel doesn’t understand your inquiry. I think 
I do, but let me consult with counsel and then I will answer. 

I understand your question to mean do I receive information from 
members of the union of communications not addressed to me. Ob- 
viously, I do get telegrams and they are delivered to me. But I as- 
sume you are referring to telegrams 

Mr. Arens. You know what I mean, do you not, messages that are 
transmitted over Western Union wires to which employees who are 
affiliated with the American Communications Association have access? 

Mr. Setiy. My answer is that under the Federal Communications 
Act it is a crime to reveal the contents or divulge the contents of a 
message. I decline to answer on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the Chair 
order and direct the witness to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair orders the witness to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Setry. I must decline under the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not the contents of messages 
transmitted over the wires of Western Union, not directed to em- 
ployees of the Western Union, are intercepted and the information in 
those messages transmitted to any officials of the American Com- 
munications Association other than yourself ? 
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Mr. Serry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Selly, do you understand that your rights, 
under the fifth amendment, as you term them, would excuse you from 
civing testimony as against third parties or any other outside parties ? 

Mr. Sevty. No, I don’t understand that at’ all. I understand, on 
the contrary, that the right is exclusively a personal right, and it is 
on the grounds of my personal right that I am refusing to answer this 
question. 

Senator Smiru. In other words, your refusal to answer this and 
similar questions is because of your fear that it might tend to in- 
criminate you personally, not someone else 

Mr. Sxtry. That is correct. 

Senator Siri. I am just trying to get that into the record clearly. 

Mr. Se..y. That is correct. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs and orders you to answer the 
question last given. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Scl'y, do you know whether or not any employees 
of the Western Unio. who are affiliated with the American Commu- 
nications Association “ave intercepted messages transmitted over 
lines of the Western Union, which messages were not directed to the 
employees who made the interception ? 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully request that the chairman direct and 
order the witness to answer the question. 

Senator Smiru. [ direct and order you to answer that question. 

Mr. Sevity. And I must refuse under my rights of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. If an employee in Western Union who is affiliated with 
the American Communications Association should intercept a mes- 

sage or messages not addressed to himself, that employee, as I under- 
stand from what you said a moment ago, might be subject to criminal 
prosecution ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Sexxy. I think that is what the law says, the Federal Com- 
munications Act. 

Mr. Arens. How do you anticipate that you yourself might be in 
jeopardy if an employee, other than yourself, of the Western 
ae 

Mr. Seniy. Lam not an employee. 

Mr. Anens. How do you anticipate that you might be in jeopardy if 
an employee of the W estern Union, who is a member of the American 
Communications Association, should intercept a message not directed 
to himself and thereby be subjected to criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. Srniy. It isa little involved, would you please read it back ? 

(The pending question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Rapsrnowrrz. I realize that we are not in a formal court pro- 
ceeding and, therefore, for me to take formal objection to a question 
is, | suppose, not directly in order. But this witness has never testi- 
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fied that it would incriminate him if somebody else divulged a 
message. 

The questions that you addressed to him and which he refused to 
answer were related to his knowledge of it, not whether somebody 
did it. 

If you wish to reframe that question so as to ask him how his know]- 
edge of somebody else’s diversion of a message might incriminate, 
then I submit that it would be an accurate paraphrase of his testimony. 

But he has never suggested that if somebody else divulged the con- 
tents of a telegram it would incriminate him. He merely said if he 
knew of it, it might incriminate him. 

Mr. Arens. Would the reporter read the question / 

Mr. Sretiy. Now that counsel spoke, I am more confused than I 
was before. 

Senator Smira. We will have the question read by the reporter. 

(The reporter read the question as follows :) 

Mr. Arens. How do you anticipate that you might be in jeopardy if an em- 
ployee of the Western Union, who is a member of the American Communications 
Association, should intercept a message not directed to himself and thereby be 
subjected to criminal prosecution? 

Mr. Setxy. If I understand the question, my answer is this: That 
in this hypothetical case that you have cited, of which I have not tes- 
tified as to whether or not I know of any instances, in this hypotheti- 
cal case if a Western Union worker, employee, intercepted a message, 
and, therefore, under the law, was subject to criminal prosecution, 
how would that affect me; I don’t know whether it would affect me. 

Mr. Arens. Let me ask you this question: Do you have any know]l- 
edge respecting the interception of messages, or a message, by any 
employee of the Western Union Telegraph Co. who is affiliated with 
the American Communications Association, which message was not 
directed to him ? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Would the reporter read the question ? 

(The pending question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Seiiy. | refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the witness 
be instructed and ordered to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Selly, the chairman orders and directs you to 
answer the question. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Will you explain how your answer to that question 
could possibly incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Sevry. I think I have already explained it implicitly by say- 
ing that I am aware of the fact that the interception and revealing of 
the contents of messages, to other than designated receivers, is a crime 
under the Federal Communications Act, and, therefore, I assume that 
if I had knowledge of such a crime being committed, personal know] 
edge, and didn’t do something about it, it would incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. In other words, you mean if you had knowledge of such 
an occurrence, you might be an accomplice? Is that what you have 
in mind? 

Mr. Setiy. I don’t know what all the legal implications would be. 
But I claim my right under the fifth amendment, and I refuse to an- 
swer the question. 
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Mr. Arens. Then you do know of such an instance; is that correct ? 

Mr. Seuiy. I have already refused to answer on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Selly, are you now, or have you ever been, a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sexxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Selly, the Chair orders and directs you to an- 
swer that question. 

Mr. Se.iy. And I refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever attended meetings under the auspices 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sreviy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smira. The Chair directs you to answer that question, Mr. 
Selly. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Who formulates the policy of the American Communi- 
vations Association as enunciated in the A.C. A. News? 

Mr. Seiiy. Well, the question would be simpler if you left off the 
last part, because the A. C. A. News does not necessarily report no 
less enunciate policy. So I can answer it more accurately if you ask 
me how policy is developed within the organization. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, that will be all right. 

Mr. Sentiy. Under the constitution of the international union, the 
membership is the final authority on all questions of policy, and ex- 
presses itself through biennial conventions and by membership meet - 
ings. Questions of broad policy affecting the entire international 
union are generally arrived at by convention and, between conventions, 

can be arrived at by a referendum vote among all the membership on 
any question which may arise in the interim. 

In some cases, general policy can be arrived at by submission, under 
the constitution, to the membership for vote at a membership meeting. 
These are projected policies, projected by the international executive 
board or by a number of locals. 

Mr. Arens. What was the policy of the American Communications 
Association prior to the pact between Germany and Soviet Russia with 
respect to the shipment of arms to countries which were alined at 
that time against Germany, Italy, and Japan / 

Mr. Raptowrrz. After consultation with counsel. 

Mr. Sextiy. After consultation with counsel, I reply that I don’t 
recall that the union had any policy with regard to that question. 

Mr. Arens. What was the tenor of the A. C. A. News in that regard ? 

Mr. Setty. What do you mean by “tenor”? What position did it 
take? 

Mr. Arens. Did the ACA News urge support to countries which 
were at that time allied in pacts against Germany, Italy, and Japan, 
prior to the pact between Germany and U. 8. S. R.? 

Mr. Sexry. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Arens. What was the tenor of the ACA News and the policy 
of the American Communications Association after the pact between 
the U.S. S. R. and Germany in 1939? 
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Mr. Sexxy. I am sorry, will you read it to me? 

Mr. Arens. After the pact, what was the tenor ? 

Mr. Setity. What was the policy and tenor of the ACA News? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Of the union, I thought it was. , 

Mr. Arens. Of the American Communications Association as re- 
flected in its paper. 

Mr. Setiy. I want to try to fix the time so that I understand the 
question. 

Mr. Arens. After the pact between Germany and the U.S. S. R., in 
1939, what was the official line of the American Communications As- 
sociation with respect to shipment of arms to England and France? 

Mr. Setry. I don’t recall that the union had any policy, nor do I 
recall whether the ACA News suggested a position. 

Mr. Arens. Do you serve on the board of the American Communi- 
cations Association in addition to being president ? 

Mr. Setty. Yes. In my capacity as president, I am chairman of 
the international executive board of the union. 

Mr. Arens. Did the board not have some resolutions supporting 
the shipment of arms to England and France prior to the time of the 
pact between Germany and the U.S. S. R.? 

Mr. Secry. After consulting with counsel, I refuse to answer on 
the grounds of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be instructed to answer the question. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair orders the witness to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, in 1940, make the trip to Europe? 

Mr. Sexy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrx. The Chair directs you, Mr. Selly, to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Sevny. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been in Soviet Russia ? 

Mr. Setxy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Has the American Communications Association, to 
your knowledge, ever received funds from a Communist organization ? 

Mr. Seiiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrn. The Chair directs and orders you to answer that 
question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Seviy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend a convention of the CIO at Portland, 
Oreg., in November of 1948? 

Mr. Sevry. Yes: if that date is correct. I am not clear on the 
date. I attended the CLO convention held in Portland. That sounds 
correct. 

Mr. Arens. At that time, was there an issue precipitated with re- 
spect to the question of ejecting Communists from the CIO? 
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Mr. Seiiy. I must refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair orders and directs the witness to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. What was your view with respect to aid to Nationalist 
China ¢ 

Mr. Sexvziy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs and orders you to answer that 
question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Seiiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. That is to say, that the answer might tend to in- 
criminate you ¢ 

Mr. Seiiy. That is correct. 

Senator Smrru. That is what you mean in each instance when you 
say your rights under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Sevty. I mean that, and whatever other rights I have under 
the fifth amendment, the rights against bearing witness against myself. 

Mr. Arens. Are you of “the opinion that everyone who may have 
opposed aid to Nationalist China might be subjected to criminal 
prosecution for that position 

Mr. Setiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the witness be ordered 
and directed to answer that question. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair so directs the witness to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Seviy. And I must refuse to answer on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the National Wallace for Presi- 
dent Committee / 

Mr. Seiiy. Yes. 

Mr, Arens. In 1947 or 1948, were you present and did you par- 
ticipate in a meeting at the Malin Studio in New York City? 

Mr. Seuty. In order for me to be able to answer intelligently, I 
would need more identification of what you are referring to. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a woman by the name of Mrs. Ann Gra- 
ham ¢ 

Mr, Seviy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair orders and directs the witness to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Setiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Is there such a person as Ann Graham ¢ 

Mr. Seiiy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair orders and directs the witness to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 


S5635—51 11 
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Mr. Arens. Are you familiar with the structure of international 
communism ¢ 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrn. The Chair directs and orders the witness to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had occasion to formulate any opinion as to 
whether or not the Communist Party in the United States is, de facto, 
an agent of the Soviet Government ? 

Mr. Sexy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs and orders you to answer that 
question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Setiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Is the American Communications Association allied 
with the World Federation of Trade Unions? 

Mr. Setxy. No. 

Mr. Arens. What international labor organization is the American 
Communications Association allied with ? 

Mr. Setry. None. 

Mr. Arens. In the event of war between the United States of 
America and the Soviet Union, where would your sympathies lie? 

Mr. Setiy. Well, I think my record makes it clear that I am for 
peace, peace between the U nited States and all nations, including the 
Soviet Union. I think this is a hypothetical question. As a matter 
of fact, I think it is a provocative question because it suggests the 
desirability of war, of such a war, which I think is against the interest 
of the American people. 

I will answer your question by saying that, in the event of an ag- 
gressive attack upon the people 

Mr. Arens. Let us answer the question as I put it, if you please. 

Mr. Sexxy. I think it is a hypothetical question. 

Mr. Arens. If you prefer not to answer it, let me ask this question : 
What are your views with respect to the war in Korea ? 

Mr. Setry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment, after consulting with counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respect fully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer 

Senator Smirx. The witness is ordered and directed to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Seiiy. I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. What is your salary as president of the American Com- 
munications Association ¢ 

Mr. Setiy. My salary is set forth in the constitution, and it is $95 
a week. 

Mr. Arens. What other money do you receive in the American Com- 
munications Association ? 

Mr. Setxy. I receive reasonable expenses for traveling. 

Mr. Arens. And what does that run, on the average? 
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Mr. Setry. Well, it is hard to say. When we had many locals 
throughout the country, it was high, because I traveled a considerable 
amount. More recently, since our organization doesn’t have locals in 
many cities outside of New York, it is comparatively low. Speaking 
about this latter period, I would say the average is $50 to $100 a month. 

Mr. Arens. What other income do you receive besides the income 
from the American Communications Association, which you have just 
referred to? 

Mr. Setiy. Generally speaking, none. Under the constitution of 
the union, I am required to devote my full time to the work of 
the union, and I do devote that time. 

Mr. Arens. So that the question may be absolutely clear, do you 
receive any income other than the income to which you have just 
referred, namely, your salary and expense money from the union? 

Mr. Se.ty. I said generally, and it goes for more than generally. 
On occasions in the past, I have received expense money from Gov- 
ernment agencies, when I was required to be in Washington in respect 
to War Labor Board proceedings, and so forth. Those are the 
exceptions. 

Mr. Arens. What money have you received from Government 
agencies ¢ 

Mr. Sexy. I don’t recall, because it was during the last war, and 
some time ago. But it was some nominal expense—whatever the per 
diem was when you functioned as a member of the panel in the War 
Labor Board. Tt was a regular and a universal procedure. 

Mr. Arens. What contributions has the American Communications 
Association made, or what financial support of any character what- 
soever has the American Communications Association given, to any 
other organization ¢ 

Mr. Setty. We give contributions occasionally to unions that are on 
strike. That is the general nature of the contributions. Again, 
under the constitution, we are limited on the amount we can give and 
limited on the procedure for giving it. 

Mr. Arens. What support did the American Communications Asso- 
ciation give to the United Electrical Workers ? 

Mr. Setxy. I don’t recall that we ever gave them any financial 
support, but I could not be certain of that. 

Mr. Arens. What was the line of the American Communications 
Association as of the time the United Electrical Workers was expelled 
from the ClO? 

Mr. Sexxy. I don’t recall that our union took any official position 
on that occasion. 

Senator Smirn. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. Selly, I believe you have told us that at times you went from one 
part of the country to another, and maybe attended local meetings, 
and perhaps have spoken here and there. 

Did you ever receive any compensation from any other organization 
for any of your speeches or addresses anywhere ? 

Mr. Setiy. Yes. When I spoke at the convention of the Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers, I received my traveling expenses. I was re- 
imbursed for my traveling expenses, the convention being held in, I 
think, Denver. 
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Senater Smirn. But all you have ever received is just your expense 
money, no honorarium fees? 

Mr. Setiy. No, I have never been paid for speaking at such en- 
gagements. 

Mr. Arens. What organizations do you presently belong to? 

Mr. Sexiry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The witness is directed by the chair to answer that 
question, and list the organizations of which he is a member. 

Mr. Setyty. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. How many organizations do you presently belong to? 

Mr. Sevry. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrx#. The chair directs the witness to answer the quest lon 
as to how mar lV organiz ations he belongs to. 

Mr. Seuuy. -And I must refuse on the ‘grounds of my rights under the 
fifth eee 

Mr. Arens. You have expressed yourself, now, Mr. Selly, with 
reference to one section of the Constitution of the United States, 
namely, the fifth amendment. Are you an adherent to the other pro 
visions of the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. Seiiy. I am: and the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a married man / 

Mr. Sentry. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And what is your wife’s name? 

Mr. Sexviy. Gilda Irene Cecilia Selly. 

Mr. Arens. Is your wife now, or has she ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Seviy. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The chair directs you and orders you to answer that 
question, Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Setiy. And I must refuse on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that Mr, Selly 
be excused at this time, and we w ill call the next witness. 

Mr. Rasinowi7rz. I assume that is permanent, and that you do not 
expect to recall him today. 

Senator Smirn. Not today. I do not know whether it will be per 
manent, 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. I just wanted to be sure, from counsel's formula- 
tion, whether he wanted him to step out for a few minutes, or whether 
he was done with him. 

Mr. Arens. We are through with him at the present, but it is always 
possible or probable that we will want to call him again. 

Mr. Seviy. Let me say that I am scheduled to be in Washington 
Thursday in connection with a Wage Stabilization Board hearing. 
and it is very important. I urge that that be taken into account if 
you dee ide to call me. I will be gone all day in Washington. 

Senator Smrru. Yes. That is Thursday. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that Mr. Selly 
consider himself as being under a continuing subpena, subject to the 
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call of the committee. However, we are through with Mr. Selly for 
today. 

Mr. Chairman, I should like to submit for the record information 
from the files of the Committee on Un-American Activities of the 
House of Representatives, respecting Joseph P. Selly, which informa- 
tion was transmitted to the Internal Security Subcommittee by the 
Committee on Un-American Activities. 

Senator Smiru. It will be incorporated in the record. 

(The information referred to above is as follows :) 


JOSEPH P, SELLY 


Report 1311 of the Special Committee on Un-American Activities, dated March 
vO, 1944, contuins a chapter devoted to Joseph P. Selly, a copy of which is en- 
closed, The following is the record of Joseph P. Selly as it appears in the public 
records, files and publications of the Committee on Un-American Activities sub- 
sequent to the date of Report 1311. 

Joseph TP’. Selly represented the American Communications Association as a 
delegate to the Eleventh CIO Convention as shown by the proceedings, dated 
October 31, 1949, page 16. 

The American Communications Association was cited by the Special Committee 
on Un-American Activities as having “Communist leadership * * *— strongly 
entrenched” in Reports of January 3, 1940, page 13, and March 29, 1944, page 18. 

It was reported in the Washington Star of June 15, 1950, page 6, that the “CIO 
Executive Board voted 35 to 2, today to expel the American Communications 
Association * * *" 

The American Communications Association was expelled by the CIO according 
to the undated Report of the Executive Board Committee appointed by Presi- 
dent Murray To Investigate Charges Against the American Communications 
Association (received for files July 18, 1950). The report concluded: “For 
the reasons stated, therefore, and on the basis of all the evidence presented 
to it, the Committee unanimously concludes that the policies and activities of the 
ACA are consistently directed toward the achievement of the program and the 
purposes of the Communist Party rather than the objectives and policies set forth 
in the ClO constitution The committee recommends that the executive 
board * * * revoke the certificate of affiliation heretofore granted to the 
ACA and expel it from the CIO.” 

Joseph P. Selly was a sponsor of the American Committee for Protection of 
Foreign Born as shown by the following sources: Undated letterhead, received 
for files July 11, 1950; letterhead, December 11 and 12, 1948; leaflet, Sixth 
National Conference, Cleveland, Ohio, May 9 and 10, 1942, page 4; book 1578 of 
coupons issued by the American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born to be 
used in appreciation for contributions received on behalf of Communists faced 
with deportation; the Program and Call for the Conference, Cleveland, Ohio, 
October 25 and 26, 1947, and the Daily Worker, April 4, 1951 (p. 8). The Daily 
Worker of August 30, 1950, page 5, listed Joseph P. Selly as a signer of the 
American Committee's statement against denaturalization. 

The American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born was cited as “‘sub- 
versive” and “Communist” by Attorney General Tom Clark in his letters to the 
Loyalty Review Bourd which were released to the press by the United States 
Civil Service Commission, June 1, 1948, and September 21, 1948. The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities cited it as “one of the oldest auxiliaries of 
the Communist Party in the United States” (Rept. 1311, March 29, 1944, p, 155; 
also cited in report of June 25, 1942, p. 18). 

Joseph Selly signed a telegram in behalf of Communist seamen, which was 
sponsored by the American Council for a Democratic Greece (Daily Worker, 
November 8, 1948, p. 11), and he endorsed a demonstration of this organization 
as shown by the Daily Worker of February 15, 1949, page 11. 

Attorney General Tom Clark cited the American Council for a Democratic 
Greece as “subversive and Communist organization formerly known as the 
Greek-American Council” (letters to the Loyalty Review Board, released by the 
United States Civil Service Commission, June 1, 1948, and September 21, 1948). 

Mr. Walter S. Steele testified in public hearings on July 21, 1947, that Joseph 
Selly was a member of the American Jewish Labor Council (testimony of Walter 
S$. Steele regarding Communist activities in the United States, p. 158). The 





160 SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 


American Jewish Labor Council was cited as Communist by Attorney General 
Tom Clark in his letter to the Loyalty Review Board, released April 25, 1949, by 
the United States Civil Service Commission. 

According to the Daily Worker of July 20, 1949, page 2, Joseph P. Selly endorsed 
the candidacy of Ewart Guinier, an American Labor Party candidate for borough 
president of Manhattan. 

“For years the Communists have put forth the greatest efforts to capture the 
entire American Labor Party throughout New York State. They succeeded in 
capturing the Manhattan and Brooklyn sections of the American Labor Party, 
but outside of New York City they have been unable to win control” (Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities, Rept. 1311, March 29, 1944, p. 78). 

J. P. Selly, according to the program of the dinner, was a sponsor of a testi- 
monial dinner given by the American Slav Congress in New York City on Octo- 
ber 12, 1947. The American Slav Congress was cited as “subversive” and “Com- 
munist” by Attorney General Tom Clark in his letters to the Loyalty Review 
Board, released by the United States Civil Service Commission, June 1, 1948, 
and September 21, 1948. 

On June 26, 1949, the Committee on Un-American Activities issued a report on 
the American Slav Congress in which the following citation is found: “The 
American Slav Congress is a Moscow-inspired and directed federation of Com- 
munist-dominated organizations seeking by methods of propaganda and pressure 
to subvert the 10,000,000 people in this country of Slavic birth or descent” (p,. 1). 

Mr. Selly was a sponsor of a bill-of-rights conference, which was held in New 
York City, July 16-17, 1949 (Call to a Bill of Rights Conference, p. 4), under 
the auspices of the Civil Rights Congress. He was a sponsor of the following 
conferences: National Emergency Conference for Civil Rights, New York City, 
July 19, 1948 (Daily Worker, July 12, 1948, p. 4) ; national conference held in 
Chicago, November 21-23, 1947 (Program “Let Freedom Ring” and the Daily 
Worker, October 21, 1947, p. 5) ; Congress on Civil Rights held in Detroit, April 
27-28, 1946 (Urgent Summons to a Congress on Civil Rights). 

A program of the Civil Rights Congress (dated April 13, 1946) listed Mr. 
Selly as a member of the initiating committee of a conference held in New York 
City, April 15, 1946. He signed a statement, sponsored by the Congress, opposing 
Red-baiting and attacks on Communists (Daily Worker, May 25, 1947, p. 9). 
He signed an open letter to Congress urging defeat of the Mundt bill, H. R. 5852, 
as shown by a letterhead of the Civil Rights Congress, May 7, 1948, and a full 
page advertisement in the Chicago Sun-Times, May 11, 1948, page 37; he signed 
a statement of the Congress (New York) in defense of Communist Party ballot 
rights (New York Times, October 7, 1946, p.19). In testimony of Matthew Cvetic 
(part of exhibit 52), before the Committee on Un-American Activities, Joseph 
Selly was named as one of the individuals who protested the indictment of 12 
Communist leaders (Civil Rights Congress petition). 

The Civil Rights Congress and its affiliates were cited as subversive and Com- 
munist by Attorney General Tom Clark in his letters to the Loyalty Review 
Board, released December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948, by the United States 
Civil Service Commission. It was the subject of report 1115 of the Committee 
on Un-American Activities, dated September 2, 1947, in which it was cited as an 
organization formed in April 1946 as a merger of two other Communist-front 
organizations (International Labor Defense and the National Federation for 
Constitutional Liberties) : “dedicated not to the broader issues of civil liberties, 
but specifically to the defense of individual Communists and the Communist 
Party” and “controlled by individuals who are either members of the Communist 
Party or openly loyal to it” (pp. 2and19). 

Letterheads of July 11, 1947, and May 28, 1948, carry the name of Joseph P. 
Selly as a sponsor of the Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy, and 
the Conference Call contained his name as a sponsor of the National Con- 
ference on American Policy on China and the Far East, New York City, Janu- 
ary 23-25, 1948. Both the Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy and 
the National Conference on American Policy in China and the Far East, which 
was called by the organization, were cited as Communist by Attorney General 
Tom Clark in his letters to the Loyalty Review Board release by the United 
States Civil Service Commission on April 25, 1949, and July 25, 1949, respectively. 

According to the Daily Worker of December 18, 1947, page 4, Joseph Selly 
was a speaker at the Jefferson School of Social Science, cited as an adjunct 
of the Communist Party by Attorney General Tom Clark. (See press releases of 
the U. 8S. Civil Service Commission, dated December 4, 1947.) It was 
cited by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in these words: “At the 
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beginning of the present year, the old Communist Party Workers School and the 
School for Democracy were merged into the Jefferson School of Social Science” 
(Rept. 1311, March 29, 1944, p. 150). 

According to a mimeographed letter attached to a letterhead of April 28, 1949, 
Joseph P. Selly was a signer of an open letter to President Truman on Franco 
Spain. The letter was sponsored by the Spanish Refugee Appeal of the Joint 
Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee which was cited as a Communist-front organiza- 
tion by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities and as subversive and 
Communist by Attorney General Tom Clark. (See Committee Rept. 1311, March 
28, 1944, p. 174 and press releases of the U. §S. Civil Service Commission 
dated December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948. ) 

A letterhead of June 1, 1946, and the New York Committee Call to a Win the 
Peace Conference, June 28 and 29, 1946, reveal that Joseph Selly was a member of 
the New York Committee to Win the Peace. The National Committee to Win the 
Peace has been cited as subversive and Communist by Attorney General Tom 
Clark in his letters to the Loyalty Review Board, released to the press by the 
United States Civil Service Commission, December 4, 1947, and September 
21, 1948. 

On letterheads of the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship, dated 
February 8, 1946, March 13, 1946, January 23, 1948, April 30, 1949, January 10, 
1950, and February 21, 1950, Joseph P. Selly is shown as a member of the board 
of directors. He was a signer of three statements issued by this organization, 
namely the statement calling for conference with the Soviet Union (Daily 
Worker, June 21, 1948, p. 3); the statement in praise of Wallace’s open letter 
to Stalin in May 1948 (pamphlet, How To End the Cold War and Build the Peace, 
p. 9) ; and the statement urging a Truman interview with Stalin (Daily Worker, 
February 17, 1949, p. 4). 

The National Council of American-Soviet Friendship was cited as “subversive” 
and “Communist” by Attorney General Tom Clark in his letters to the Loyalty 
Review Board, released December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948, by the United 
States Civil Service Commission. The Special Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties has said of it: “In recent months, the Communist Party’s prineipal front for 
all things Russian has been known as the National Council for American-Soviet 
Friendship” (Rept. 1311, March 28, 1944, p. 156). 

According to the Daily Worker of March 18, 1945, page 2, Joseph Selly was 
a signer of the statement sponsored by the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties which hailed the War Department order on commissions for the Com- 
munists. 

The National Federation for Constitutional Liberties was cited as “subver- 
sive” and “Communist” by Attorney General Tom Clark (see press releases of 
the U. S. Civil Service Commission, dated December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948) and as “part of what Lenin called the solar system of organizations, 
ostensibly having no connection with the Communist Party, by which Commu- 
nists attempt to create sympathizers and supporters of their program * * * 
(Attorney General Francis Biddle, Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, 
p. 7687). 

“There can be no reasonable doubt about the fact that the National Federation 
for Constitutional Liberties—regardless of its high-sounding name—is one of 
the viciously subversive organizations of the Communist Party.” (Special Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities, Rept. 1311, March 29, 1944, p. 50; also cited 
in reports, June 25, 1942, p. 20; and January 2, 1943, pp. 9 and 12). The Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities cited it as being among a “maze of organiza- 
tions” which were “spawned for the alleged purpose of defending civil liberties 
in general but actually intended to protect Communist subversion from penalties 
under the law (Rept. 1115, September 2, 1947, p. 3). 

In his testimony before the Committee on Un-American Activities, Mr. Walter 
S. Steele named Joseph Selly as a charter member of the People’s Radio Founda- 
tion, Inc. (“Testimony of Walter S. Steele Regarding Communist Activities 
in the United States,” July 21, 1947, p. 108.) The People’s Radio Foundation, 
Ine., has been cited as “subversive” and “Communist” by Attorney General Clark. 
(See press releases of the U. 8. Civil Service Commission, dated December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948.) 

Joseph P. Selly was a signer of a statement of the Committee for Free Political 
Advocacy which defended the 12 Communist leaders (Narodna Volya, March 25, 
1949, p. 4 and the Daily Worker, February 28, 1949, p. 9.) On October 14, 1949, 
11 of the Communist leaders were convicted on charges of conspiracy to teach 
and advocate the violent overthrow of the United States Government (New York 
Times, October 15, 1949, p. 5.) 
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Senator Smrrn. You may present the next witness, Mr. Arens. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH F. KEHOE, INTERNATIONAL SECRETARY- 
TREASURER, AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Arens. Would you kindly stand, and raise your right hand 
and be sworn? 

Senator Smrri. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence that you 
shall give in this proceeding before a duly constituted subcommittee 
of the United States Senate is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Kenor. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name and occupation. 

Mr. Kenor. My name is Joseph F. Kehoe. I am the international 
secretary-treasurer of the American Communications Association, 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing before the subcommittee today in 
response to a subpena which was served upon you, Mr. Kehoe? 

Mr. Kenoe. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented today by Mr. Rabinowitz 
and Mr. Koppelman ! 

Mr. Kenior. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been international secretary-treas- 
urer of the American Communications Association ? 

Mr. Kenor. I believe since 1944. I might be wrong on the date. 

Mr. Arens. But your best judgment is that it is approximately 
1944, and that you have been continuously serving as secretary- 
treasurer of the American Communications Association. 

What was your occupation and employment prior to the time that 
you became international secretary-treasurer of the American Com- 
munications Association ? 

Mr. Kenor. I worked in various Wall Street firms. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Pardon me. That question was occupations prior 
to the time he became treasurer ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Kenor. I will start at the beginning and work up. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. 

Mr. Kenor. When I left high school, when I graduated from high 
school 

Mr. Arens. Where was that ? 

Mr. Kenoe. 1927. 

Mr. Arens. Where ? 

Mr. Kenor. New York City. I went to work for the New York 
Stock Exchange, as a page boy. Subsequent to that, I worked for 
various brokerage houses, with some intermittent periods of unem- 
ployment. 

Just prior to going to work for the union, I worked in a restaurant. 
That is what was called the recession, or the depression, or something 
like that. 

Mr. Arens. Proceed, if you please, on the sequence of your employ- 
ments. 

Mr. Kenor. Then, somewhere around 1937, the latter part of 1937, 
T believe, I went to work for the union as an organizer. 

Mr. Arens. By the union, you mean the American Communications 
Association ? 
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Mr. Kenor. At that time it was known as the American Radio 
Telegraphists Association. 

Mr. Arens. Which was the predecessor organization to the Ameri- 
can Communications Association, is that correct ? 

Mr. Kenor. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Proceed, if you please. 

Mr. Kenoe. Since that time, I have been continuously engaged in 
employment with the union. 

Mr. Arens. What are the various positions you have held since 
that time, until you became secretary-treasurer / 

Mr. Kenor. Originally, I was a CIO field organizer assigned to the 
union. 

Then I was an international representative of the union, and then 
I was director of organization of the union, and then I became the 
international secretary-treasurer of the union. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been arrested / 

Mr. Kenor. I was arrested once in connection with the Mackay 
Radio strike, and once in connection with the Western Union strike. 

Mr. Arens. When was the Western Union strike in connection with 
which you were arrested ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. 1946, I believe. 

Mr. Arens. That was January 18, 1946? 

Mr. Kenor. I don’t know whether that was the date of the arrest, 
but that was approximately the time of the strike. 

Mr. Arens. And what was the charge ? 

Mr. Kenor. Disorderly conduct. 

Mr. Arens. And then the other arrest was in 1948, was it, January 
1948 / 

Mr..Menor. It could be that date. I don’t remember the exact date. 
It was similarly disorderly conduct. I might say, in both cases the 
charges were dismissed. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you known Mr. Selly ? 

Mr. Kenor. I guess from the time I came into the union. 

Mr. Arens. Did he precede you in union affiliation ? 

Mr. Kenor, He was in the union when I came in. 

Mr. Arens. Did he bring you in? 

Mr, Kenor. No. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not Mr. Selly has ever been 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Kenor. I refuse to answer that question, because, under the 
provisions of the fifth amendment to the Constitution, 1 may not be 
compelled to testify against myself. 

I would like to briefly explain—— 

Mr. Arens. You have consulted with your counsel before you an- 
swered that question ¢ 

Mr. Keuor, That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. All right, proceed, 

Mr. Kenor. This committee has as its alleged purpose, the investi- 
gation of what is popularly called subversive activities, and there- 
fore within the scope of such laws as the Smith Act, the McCarran 
law, the Taft-Hartley Act, and similar laws. 

| know of this further because a representative of the committee told 
me, When he served me with a subpena, that the purpose of this hearing 
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was to investigate charges of Communist domination of the union 
and its leaders. 

As I understand the privilege under the fifth amendment, histori- 

cally it is designed to protect the innocent from tyrannical prosecution. 
T herefore, I must refuse to answer the question under consideration 
and others which might lay the groundwork for that type of tyran- 
nical prosecution which I am protected against by the Constitution. 

Senator Smrru. Are you reading from a document prepared by your 
counsel ? 

Mr. Kenor. I am reading from a brief statement I prepared in 
consultation with my counsel. 

Senator Smrru. In what w ay do you contend that you would be 
jeopardized and your rights jeopardized by testifying as to whether 
or not Mr. Selly was a C ommunist ? 

Mr. Kenor. As I understand my rights under the fifth amendment, 
I am not required to explain that, and I, therefore, must decline to 
answer that question under the same pr ivilege. 

Senator Smirx. Do you understand that the fifth amendment pro- 
tects you from having to testify to the truth about a third party where 
you are not involved? 

Mr. Kenor. I understand that the fifth amendment protects me 
against tyrannical prosecution. 

“Senator Surru. Do you understand that the fifth amendment gives 
you any right to refuse to testify in a proceeding against a third party, 
where you are not involved ? 

Mr. Kenor. I understand that the fifth amendment is designed to 
protect me, myself. 

Senator Smrru. Then how do you say that your refusal to testify 
as to whether or not Mr. Selly was a Commuinst is any protettion to 
you? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I invite the attention of the chairman 
to the prolonged consultations which are in vogue between counsel and 
the witness. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the chairman 
admonish counsel that he confine his consultation with the witness 
to advice on the witnesses’ constitutional rights and not advice as to 
what to say. 

Mr. Raprnowirz. In the first place, I would like to note, and I think 
the chairman ought to note for the record, that this so-called pro- 
longed consultation did not last longer than 5 seconds, and I mean 
5 seconds literally. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. Kehoe had not said a single word to me nor 
had I said a single word to him at the time counsel interrupted with 
his long speech about prolonged consultations. 

Senator Smirx. I think we might have the record show, if it is 
going to come to that, that this witness, and the preceding witness, 
after almost every question—not every question—has resorted to a 
whispered conversation with counsel, the import of which could not 
be gotten from listening. 

While the Chair certainly wants this witness, and every other wit- 
ness, to be fully protected in his constitutional rights, the Chair did 
ask the witness as to how he could say that answering the question 
about Mr. Selly could affect him. 

Mr. Kenor. Mr. Chairman, I just want to point out that since I 
entered this hearing, I have only consulted with counsel once. I have 
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been asked a number of questions. That consultation lasted, as Mr. 
Rabinowitz said, about 5 seconds. 

Senator Smirn. But we are asking you now as to how the question 
of whether or not Mr. Selly has ever been or is a Communist affects 
you, personally. 

Mr. Kenor. You are asking mea question of law. 

Senator Smrru. No, I am asking you a question of fact. 

Mr. Kenor. Let me consult with my counsel. 

Senator Smiru. On a question of fact, I think that is a question for 
you to answer and not your counsel, 

Mr. Arens. I suggest that the counsel be precluded from confer- 
ring with the witness on the question, because it is obviously a question 
in which there is not a right of the witness involved, and it is only 
a question in which the chairman is undertaking to elicit the attention 
and thought of the witness, not the thought of counsel. 

Mr. Kenor. What is the good of having the benefit of counsel if 
I do not have the benefit of consulting with him ? 

Senator Smiru. The question is not pointed to anything you have 
done, Mr. Witness, but the question is as to whether or not you know 
that Mr. Selly is or has been a Communist. We are talking about 
Mr. Selly and not about you. 

Mr. Kenor. I now decline to answer that question under my privi- 
lege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. What privilege do you have under the fifth amend- 
ment to decline to answer that question about Mr. Selly? 

Mr. Krnor. Now you are asking me a question of law and I would 
like to consult with my counsel. 

Senator Smirn. I am asking a question of fact. 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. I would like to bring to the attention of the chair- 
man and counsel for the chairman the recent decision of the United 
States Supreme Court, the United States against Hoffman, in which 
the court, by an 8-to-1 decision, expressly stated that under certain 
circumstances, which I think are present here, a witness is not required 
to state why the answer to any particular question would incriminate 
him; that the privilege extends to that just as well as the privilege 
extends to the questions which affect him, indirectly. 

As I say, the decision was handed down by the court a week ago 
yesterday. Perhaps it has not come to the attention of the committee 
as yet, but it has come to my attention. I went over it in great detail 
with the witness, when I consulted with him last week. 

As a matter of fact, when I consulted with him yesterday, we went 
over it in great detail. I suggest that that gives the answer. It isa 
question of law. Jt is a question of law which is a very subtle one, and 
which the witness cannot be expected to reply to. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, will you kindly let the witness answer 
the question which the chairman of this subcommittee has posed to 
him ¢ 

Mr. Keuor. I have already declined to answer that question under 
my privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. You have declined, as I understand it, Mr. Witness, to 


answer the question as to whether or not you know that Mr. Selly is or 
was a member of the Communist Party. 

Now, you have not declined, as I understand it, to answer the ques- 
tion of the chairman as to how your knowledge, or nonknowledge, of 





166 SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 


Communist affiliations on the part of Mr. Selly could, in any way, 
incriminate you. 

Mr. Kenor. Would you mind having the previous questions and 
answers read back? I cannot follow you. 

Mr. Arpns. May I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the 
chairman may want to pose the same question again so the reporter 
will not have too much difliculty in locating the precise question, the 
question the chairman posed to the witness. 

Senator Smrra. Do you wish me to ask the question again? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. The chairman might be disposed to ask the ques 
tion agam. 

Senator Smrru. I do not believe we have directed him to answer 
either of those questions, or have we? 

Mr. Arens. No, sir. 

Senator Smirn. Do you understand the question now, Mr. Kehoe ‘ 

Mr. Kenor. Well, if you will repeat the question. It was a little bit 

involved when I heard it before. 

Senator Smirxn. I thought the way I stated it was very simple. 

You are asked, Mr. Kehoe, as to whether or not Mr. Selly was, or is, 
r has seen at any time, a member of the Communist Party. As J 
recall, you declined to answer that because of your feeling that it 
might incriminate you. Is that your underst: nding of the question 

Mr. Kenor. I declined to answer that on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

‘enator Smirxn. And you still decline to answer that question ? 

Mr. Kenor, On the same grounds; yes. 

Senator Smiru. And the Chair directs you, and orders you, to 
answer the question. Will you answer it or not? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline, respectfully, to answer the question o1 
the grounds of my privilege under the fifth aeons nt. 

Senator Smrru. The next question the Chair wishes to ask is: In 
what way do you say, or contend, that the answer of that question, 
as to whether or not Mr. Selly is, or has been, or ever was a Communist, 
affects you or your rights or tends to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline to answer that question on 
the grounds of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I again must decline on the grounds of my privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. Would you now say how the answer to that question 
would affect your rights under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. The witness has just refused to answer that. 

Senator Smiru. I want to see if he is going to answer this question. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel is not running this proceeding, and I respect 
fully suggest to the chairman that the counsel is not running this 
proceeding. 

Mr. Rasrvowirz. I am not trying to run the proceeding, but the 
same question has been asked about six times and it has gotten the 
Same answer. 

Senator Smiru. That is quite apparent, that we have gotten the 
same answer. 

While the Chair wishes to be fair to this witness and every other 
witness, and does not want to prejudge the witness, I am asking you 
how you say that the answer to that question would atfect your rights 
under the fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Kenor. I believe that the chairman will take note when I 
originally declined to answer that question that I made a brief expla- 
nation which referred to the purposes of this investigation and its 
relation to the McCarran law, the Smith Act, the Taft- Hartley Act, 
and other legislation, and I was informed of the purposes by a repre- 
sentative of this committee. Therefore, I refused to answer the 
question under consideration and all others which might lay the 
groundwork for that type of tyrannical prosecution which I am pro- 
tected against by the Constitution. ‘That 1s my explanation of my 
declining to answer. 

Senator Samira. | am asking you now how your failure to testify, 
or your testifying, as to Mr. Se ‘lly’s being a Communist affects you 
personally, 

Mr. Kenor, And I feel I have already answered that question, Mr. 
Chairman, but I will answer it again. 

I must respectfully decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smity. Is it your understanding that the protection of 
the fifth amendment against your having to testify protects not only 
you, personally, but people that you know may have been members 
of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. My understanding of my privilege under the fifth 
amendment is that it protects me persons ally. 

Senator Smitu. Then your feeling is that if you say that Mr. Selly 
was a Communist, that that might affect you, incriminate you, is that 
what you mean ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. I decline to answer the question. 

Senator Smitu. The Chair directs you to answer that last question. 

Mr. Kenor. I decline to answer the question, and this is my answer 
to that question. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment which protects me against being a witness 
against niyself, That is the reason. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair is not asking you to be a witness against 
yourself. The Chair is asking you to be a witness against Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Kenor. And in answer to your question, my answer is that I 
refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth amendment, which pro- 
tects me from being a witness against myself. 

Senator SmirH. On the grounds that it might tend to incriminate 
you, is that the grounds? 

Mr. Kenor. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. All right. Proceed. Mr, Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. Arens. May we havea brief recess, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Smirn. We will suspend for 5 minutes. 

(Brief recess.) 

Senator Smirn. The meeting will come to order, gentlemen, we are 
how ready to proceed again. 

Mr. Arens. Did you sign a Taft-Hartley non-Communist affidavit ? 

Mr. Kenor. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. When was that ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. Somewhere in 1949. 

Mr. Arens. September 1, 1949, was it not ? 
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Mr. Kenoe. That is possibly the date, but I don’t recall the exact 
date. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a Communist at the time you signed the Taft- 
Hartley affidavit ? 

Mr. Kruor., I decline to answer that question on the grounds of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrn. Mr. Kehoe, the Chair directs and orders you to 
answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline on the same ground. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Kenor. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. That is to say that your answer to that question 
might tend to incriminate you, is that your reason? 

Mr. Krnor. Yes. The privilege under the fifth amendment, as I 
understand it, is the privilege against self-incrimination. 

Senator Smiru. Yes. Now, the Chair directs and orders you to 
answer that question as to whether or not you know Louis Budenz. 

Mr. Kenoer. I must respectfully decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a woman by the name of Helen Yewell? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs and orders you to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a man by the name of Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Kenor. I assume there must be such aman. He is bandied about 
in the newspapers. 

Mr. Arens. Is that the sole basis upon which you testify that there 
is such a man as Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair now directs and orders you to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a woman by the name of Ann Graham? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. In other words, you say that your knowing this 
woman by the name of Ann Graham would tend to incriminate you, 
and on that basis you refuse to answer ? 

Mr. Kenor. I refuse to answer on the basis of protection against 
self-incrimination. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline on the same ground. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Jack Stachel? 

Mr. Kruor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a man by the name of Jack Stachel? 

Mr. Kenor. That name has been publicized as one of the defendants 
in a recent case involving Communist leaders. 

Mr. Arens. Now, I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the 
witness be ordered and directed to answer the question as to whether 
or not he knows Jack Stachel. 
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Senator Smiru. The Chair directs and orders you to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline to answer the question on 
the grounds of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Roy Hudson ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline to answer that question on 
the grounds of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair now directs and orders you to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of William Schneider- 
man ?¢ 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have access to the plants in which members of 
the American Communications Association work ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. What do you mean by “access”? 

Mr. Arens. Do you go to the plants or have access to them? You 
are not employed by anybody else except the American Communica- 
tions Association ; that is correct, is it not? 

Mr. Kenor. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, do you have access, as an official of the American 
Communications Association, to the various plants in which persons 
are employed who are afliliated with the American Communications 
Association ¢ 

Mr. Kenoe. I enter the buildings, but it is not customary for us to 
circulate on the operating premises. 

Mr. Arens. How many shop stewards are there affiliated with the 
American Communications Association ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. Well, the number varies in various sections of the 
union, depending upon the size. 

Mr. Arens. How many in the aggregate are there? 

Mr. Kenor. Without trying to be absolutely precise, something in 
the neighborhood of five or six hundred. 

Mr. Arens. The shop stewards are designated by the union itself 
to serve in an official capacity representing the union in the plants; 
is that not correct ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. No; the shop stewards are ordinarily elected by the 
people in the particular part of the plant. For instance, in the 
wiring department of the repair shop of Western Union the wiring 
men will elect a shop steward from their midst, et cetera, around. 

Senator Smiru. May I ask you this: Is there any system for your 
headquarters, your international association, to approve or disapprove 
those shop stewards ? 

Mr. Krenor. No; the procedure does not involve an approval by the 
international union of a shop steward. 

Senator Smirx. Do you, as a matter of ordinary activity, approve 
or disapprove shop stewards from time to time ? 

Mr. Kenor. No; we do not. The shop steward is essentially : 
direct representative of the group in the plant, and the essential 
function of a shop steward is to handle grievances for that particular 
group. 

Senator Smiru. With whom? 

Mr. Kenor. With the immediate supervisor. 
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Senator Smiru. Anil the supervisor reports to the international 
office ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. No; the supervisor is a management person. He reports 
to the company officials. 

Senator Smirn. He does not report to your organization officials ? 

Mr. Krenor. No. When a shop steward takes up a grievance on 
behalf of the workers in his department, he takes it wp with the imme- 
diate supervisor, who is part of management. 

Senator Smiru. May I ask you one further question, Mr. Kehoe ? 
Have you ever been a worker in the communications field yourself? 

Mr. Kenor. No; I have not. 

Senator Smrru. Are you classed as a member of the union or just 
an official of the union ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. Iam a member and official of the union. 

Senator Smiru. Is there not some provision that a person, in order 
to get a card as a member, has to be an actual worker, or how is that 
taken care of ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. Well, the constitution provides that people in the in- 
dustry shall become members. In my particular case, at one of the 
conventions of the union, I was designated as a member in view of 
the organizational work [ had done on behalf of the union. Work 
as an official of the union in the industry is credited as similar to 
work in the industry. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Frank Lagos? 

Mr. Kentor. I would like to consult with counsel. 

He is my brother-in-law. 

Mr. Arens. Let the record show, at this time, that some 40 seconds 
have elapsed since the question was asked, and the witness began to 
make his response. In the meantime, he was in consultation with his 
counsel. Proceed. 

Mr. Kenor. He is my brother-in-law. 

Senator SmirH. He is your what / 

Mr. Kenor. My brother-in-law. 

Mr. Arens. Is he a member of the Communist Party / 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs and orders you to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had occasion to hold certain meetings in 
your home, other than social affairs, in which anyone might invite in a 
few guests ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. I must dec ‘line to answer that question on the grounds 
o: my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiri. The Chair directs that you answer, and orders that 
you answer, that question, Mr. Kehoe. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had occasion in the course of your work to 
be on the west coast, San Francisco area 

Mr. Kenor. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. How frequently, and over what periods of time, have 
vou been on the west coast ? 

Mr. Kenor. I was on the west coast, I believe, once. 

Mr. Arens. Was that in 1945? 
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Mr. Kenor. I don’t believe so. I believe it was in 1947. 

Mr. Arens. Was Mr. Selly in your company at that time / 

Mr. Kenor. Let me try to fix the date in my mind. 

Mr. Kaninowirz. If 1 am permitted to try to refresh your recollec- 
tion, 1 will, but—— 

Mr. Kenor. The time I refer to, when I was out on the west coast, 
was a matter of a number of months. I was out there in connection 
with an organizational drive among telephone workers. For most of 
the time that I was out there, Mr. Selly was not out there. He may 
have come out there once or twice during the course of my stay there. 

Mr. Arens. Who did you contact when you were out there on the 
coast ¢ 

Mr. Kettor. Contact / 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Kenor. Well, in that trip, we were organizing among 12,000 
telephone operators in 158 cities in California and Nevada. My main 
function was to travel from town to town, talking at meetings of tele- 
phone operators, 

Mr. Arens. Did you contact William Schneiderman out there / 

Mr. Kenor. 1 must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirnu. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline on the same grounds. 
Senator Smirn. May I ask you right there, Mr. Kehoe, whether « 
not you and Mr. Selly, in the giving of the answers which you have 
given, have consulted as to how you should answer these questions 

with respect to Mr. Schneiderman and others / 

Mr. Kenor. Tam not sure T understand what you are asking. 

Senator Smiru. Lam asking whether or not you and Mr. Selly, be- 
fore the beginning of this proceeding, had discussed between your- 
selves as to how you were going to answer questions as to whether or 
not you knew Mr. Schneiderman or the other people about whom 
inquiry has been made. 

Mr. Kenor. No; we did not consult on how I was going to answer 
the question. 

Senator Smiru. You have never discussed this method of proce- 
dure in these hearings with Mr. Selly, before coming in here ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. Well, we generally discussed the problem of the hear- 
ings. We have been associates over many years. We are both officers 
of the union, and we both were served subpenas for the same hearing. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I have observed, throughout the course 
of the day, that one of the counsels to the witness has been continuously 
engaged in making notations, voluminous notes, of the proceedings in 
this executive session. I therefore respectfully suggest to the chair- 
man that the chairman admonish each and every person present in 
this room at the present time that the proceedings be not disclosed. 

Senator Surry. I think that all of us present understand that this 
is an executive session. I suppose we all would assume that that is 
one point on which we would want to have uniformity, and recognize 
this as an executive session. 

Manifestly, from the questions that have already been asked us 
outside this room, in the hall, some of the people up here have been 
identified by some of the newspapers. We did not disclose that. We 
did not intend to disclose that. I think it would be well for us to bear 
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in mind, and for counsel to bear in mind, that this is an executive 
session and the proceedings here should not be disclosed. 

Of course, I presume that it would be just as bad or worse for the 
people who have been iaquired of here as it would the other side of 
it. But we did want to call that to your attention because we did 
not wish to be involved in a matter where executive session disclosures 
were made. We mention that for the purpose of having this thorough 
understanding about it now. 

Mr. Rasrvowrrz. I can state that we certainly have no desire or 
intention to disclose any of the proceedings that are taking place here 
unless they are, by action of the committee, or some other way, dis- 
closed publicly so that it no longer becomes, in effect, an executive 
session. 

I am not precisely sure of the degree of secrecy which is supposed 
to be imposed in this kind of a hearing, but I can assure you that, as 
the chairman just suggested, we have not the slightest desire to give 
any publicity to it. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, at this point, may I ask you who will 
have access to the notes which the cocounsel has been taking here all 
day / 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I would assume that primarily I would have 
access to those notes. Mr. Koppelman is associated with me. They 
are made for my convenience. I will tell you very frankly, when the 
hearing opened and I asked whether we could get a copy of the 
minutes, 1 was told that you would decide that. If I thought we 
were going to get a copy of the minutes, of course, I would not be 
interested in having Mr. Koppelman sit here and wear his fingers to 
the bone taking notes. But I do feel that, in view of the fact, 
particularly —— 

Mr. Arens. Answer thet question. Who will have access to those 
notes ? 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I told you, I will. 

Mr. Arens. You said you “would have”. Will anyone have access 
to those notes other than yourself and your cocounsel, Mr. Koppelman ? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. And my clients. 

Mr. Arens. Will you make available to other clients the notes, the 
testimony of the clients who have testified thus far today ? 

Mr. Raninowrrz. I do not think that you understand. I will use 
the notes for my own purpose in the course of consultation with my 
clients. I will advise the clients of everything that I know which will 
include, I suppose—I don’t know how I could separate the contents 
of the notes from the contents of my own mind. I certainly do not 
intend to disclose them to other clients who are not the subject of any 
investigation. 

Mr. Arens. You know what I mean. Are you going to tell the 
witnesses who are yet to come, from these notes, or from your recollec- 
tion, what has transpired here in this room with two or three witnesses 
who have thus far testified ? 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I assume that I had not considered the problem, 
frankly, because it had never occurred to me that there would be any 
objection. 

As you gentlemen know, because you saw us, Mr. Kehoe had lunch 
with Mr. Selly. I assume that between now and tomorrow, he will 
see witnesses who have, as well as witnesses who have not, testified. 
I do not understand that there is anything in the law or anywhere else 
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which would, and if I am wrong on this, 1 would appreciate having 
it called to my attention—— 

Mr. Arens. There is nothing in the law or anything else that gives 
you the right to represent these people before a Senate investigs ating 
subcommittee, is there? 

Mr. Rasinowirz. I do not know. 

Mr. Arens. You are here as a matter of grace, are you not? 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. As I say, I do not know the answer to that. I 
cannot give you an answer. As I say, if the committee has any objec- 
tion to what I had assumed was a perfectly normal, simple procedure, 
and you will express it to me, I will take it under advisement. 

As I say, it had never occurred to me that I was prohibited from 
telling Mr. Kehoe what questions had been asked of Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Arens. How about the answers given by Mr. Selly? 

Mr. Rapsinowirz. The answers? As I say, if there is some viola- 
tion of some kind of a rule, then I would like to have it called to my 
attention. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman, and for the 
purposes of the record, that the purposes, objectives, and function of 
this subcommittee would be greatly impaired in the course of our 
visit here, in this series of hes arings, if the counsel to the numerous 
witnesses who are to appear leave this room and inform the witnesses 
before they are to appear as to the testimony of preceding witnesses, 
as to the questions which are asked, and as to the proceedings in this 
room. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. Are you suggesting that there is any rule or 
statute, or something, which prohibits me from doing it ? 

Mr. Arens. No more than anyone has suggested that you have a 
right to be here. 

Mr. Ranryowrrz. Let me rephrase the question. Do you believe 
that Mr. Kehoe has the right to tell Mr. Selly what he said, and vice 
versa? Iam not a Senator or counsel for a committee, and it may 
be that there are regulations or statutes or rules on this which I am 
not familiar with. 

Mr. Arens. I am only suggesting, for the consideration of the 
chairman, that the witnesses, and those present in this room, inelud- 
ing counsel, be admonished not to discuss outside the presence of this 
room the sessions which are being held and what transpires in this 
room. 

Senator Smirn. You are raising a question, Mr. Arens, as to 
whether or not this should be treated as an executive session in which 
no one would be allowed but one witness at a time, each witness / 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smrru. And the possibility that that witness might be 
examined in the absence of anyone including counsel 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smiru. Of course, my personal feeling is that I wanted 
to make certain that, insofar as 1 personally could conduct this as an 
executive session, it would be conducted that way. Therefore, when 
some of the newspaper people have asked me about who was present 
this morning, I have declined to answer. They have told me that 
they recognized Mr. Selly, and I think they recognized Mr. Kehoe. 
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How many more, I do not know. Manifestly, I cannot deny thas 
they were here, and I am not going to. 

That leads to the next question, as to the integrity of the hearing. 
If notes which Mr. Koppelman may have made are to be spread 
umong the other people we are to hear before this committee, that is 
voing to become an impediment in the way of getting at the truth, 
then we might have to resort to the procedure Mr. Arens has outlined. 
But L hope we wil! i:ot get to that. 

Mr. Arens. The suggestion I have is based on this concept: We 
are taking the witnesses one by one here, obviously -from the stand- 
point of attempting to elicit the truth from each individual witness 
without any collusion. If the information and the questions and 
answers on each individual witness are by counsel and others to be 
relaved to the other witnesses in the waiting room, before they appear, 

‘to be relayed to them before they appear tomorrow, we have not 
accom Taki that objective. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. | can understand counsel’s point, and I will agree 
that I will not disclose to a witness who has not appeared, the con- 
tents of any of my notes. Asa matter of fact, assuming that we wind 
up tomorrow, | am not gomg to have the time to see them tonight 
anyhow. So I would not have done it in any event. I ean under- 
stand, from what counsel has said, that the purposes of an executive 
session might be defeated if, instead of the witnesses being here, the 
testimony were read to them. 

Mr. Arens. You might just as well invite all the witnesses in at 
the same time. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Therefore, T will accede to that. I might say 
that my primary interest in having fairly complete notes is not so 
much with respect to the subsequent witnesses who are to appear so 
much as it relates to the question of reviewing with the witnesses 
after they have given their testimony, the contents of the testimony 
th: at they have given. 

Mr. ARE ns. I suggest to the chairman that we admonish Mr. Kehoe, 
Mr. Rabinowitz, and Mr. Koppelman not to discuss with any witnesses 
who are yet to appear, the questions and answers which have been 
given oy the preceding witnesses. 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. I will accept that admonition. I can see no ob- 
jection to it. 

Mr. Arens. How about you, Mr. Koppelman ¢ 

Mr. Koppritman. I will accept it. 

Mr. Arens. How about you, Mr. Kehoe ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. I will accept it. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. May I renew a request for the copy of the min- 
utes? I do not want them today or tomorrow. May I have them a 
week from now. That is what I am interested in. It is not that I want 
to advise witnesses who have not testified what position they should 
take as I want to have, for my records and for conference with the 
witnesses after the hearing is over, a copy of the minutes. Sometimes 
the formulation of questions may be very important, and I would 
like an opportunity to examine it as early as possible. 

Senator Smirx. Mr. Koppelman was going to say something. 

Mr. KorretmMan. I was going to say something that was very ir- 
relevant. I have taken down very few answers. They have primarily 
been questions. 
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Mr. Arens. But you have been bement all during the proceedings, 
and you have assured the chairman that you will not divulge the 
questions or answers to any witness who a not appeared. 

Mr. KorrenmMan. I will agree. I will not divulge. 

Mr. Arens. Now Mr. Ke hoe, who is Bill Burke ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. He is my brother-in-law. 

Mr, Arens. Do you know whether or not Mr. Burke is a member 
of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru, Do you consider that if your brother-in-law was a 
Communist that th: at would tend to incriminate you, that knowledge / 

Mr. Kenor. I decline to answer the questio non the grounds of the 
nfth amendment, which is the privilege against se ‘f-inerimination. 

Senator Suirn. | said, do you contend that if it isa fact that your 
brother-in-law had been, or is, or ever was, a Communist, that that 
of itself would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Kenor. In answering such question, it is possible that know] 
edge or lack of knowledge of those facts might tend to incriminate me. 
That is why [ invoke my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. How would the lack of that knowledge tend to in- 
criminate you, Mr. Kehoe? 

Mr. Raninowrrz. I could explain it very easily. 

Mr. Arens. He has asked the quest ion of Mr. Kehoe. 

Senator Smirxe. Lam just asking how the lack of knowledge on your 
part, if your brother-in-law was or was not a Communist, the lack 
of that knowledge, how that would tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Kenor. Well, Lam convinced that it could. 

Senator SMirH. [ mean, you do not understand the law to hold you 
responsib le for something you did not know along that line, do you‘ 
I was just trying to get your view as to the lack of knowledge. 

Mr. Kenox. No, but my making statements in that regard could 
subject me to prosecution. 

Senator Smiru. Would you say that so far as you know, your 
brother-in-law had not been a Conimunist, or was not a Communist / 
That would not incriminate you, would it, if you had ne knowledge 
on it? 

Mr. Kenor. I was asked a direct question, anc I declined to answer 
it on the grounds of self-incrimination. i beheve that that answer 
is fully explan: atory of my reasons for refusal to answer the question. 

Mr. Arens. Let us assume you did not know whether or not your 
brother-in-law was a Communist. 

Mr. Kruor. I don’t want to engage in a debate of assumptions, 
and hypothetical cases. 

Senator Smrru. So you think if your brother-in-law was a Com- 
munist, and you did not know about it. that that would tend to in- 
criminate you even though you did not know it? 

Mr. Kenor. I do not understand. This is getting a little compli- 
cated. 

Senator Switn. All right. If it should develop that your brother- 
in-law had been or is, or ever was, a Communist, and you did not 
know about it, how do you think that that would incriminate you? 

Mr. Kenor. That wasn’t the question that was asked me. 
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Senator SmirH. I ask you that question now. I want to find out 
what your reason was for answering that way. 

Mr. Kenor. In order for a person to swear under oath that a cer- 
tain man is not a Communist, I imagine he would have to be quite 
an authority on the Communist arty. 

Senator Smrru. We asked you whether or not you knew. If you 
say you did not know that he was a Communist, and it turned out 
he was, how would that incriminate you if you did not know it? 

Mr. eee: May I suggest—— 

Mr. Arens. Let us not have so much suggestion from the counsel. 
Counsel is aes to advise his clients with respect to their constitu- 
tional rights. Counsel, this morning, is unwillingly under subpena. 
If he wants to testify some more after Mr. Kehoe, we will put him 
back on the stand and let him testify. 

Senator Smrru. I was getting at the reasoning, or the reason, that 
if you said that you did not know that your brother was a Communist, 
and you did not know it, how would that incriminate you if he was 
a Communist ? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. May I raise a question of law? That is really 
what you are discussing now. I do not believe that the propriety 
of the claiming the privilege can ever depend on what the answer 
will be. You asked Mr. Kehoe the question: “Do you know whether 
your brother-in-law was a member of the Communist Party.” You 
say, assuming one answer, it is not criminatory; assuming the other 
answer, it is not er iminatory. If that is true, then the privilege may 
be pleaded, and I submit that that is precisely what the situation 1s 
here. You cannot determine whether a question is privileged or not 
by assuming one answer rather than another. You have to assume 
either answers, and on the possibility of one of several answers to 
that question. There is a possibility of incrimination. 

Mr. Arens. That is not what the questions were at all. 

The Senator asked how his knowledge of what the fact is with 
respect to any affiliation by his brother-in-law may or may not have 
had with the Communist Party could possibly incriminate this 
witness. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. That is not the question at all. Of course, the 
record will show what the question was. Counsel has completely mis- 
stated it. 

Senator Smrru. I asked the question both ways. I asked about his 
knowledge or his lack of knowledge. The last discussion I had with 
the witness was with respect to the event 

Mr. Kenor. Maybe my choice of words “lack of knowledge” were 
unfortunate. I mean, I am not engaging in semantics here. 

Senator Smirx. You do not understand that if your brother-in-law 
was a Communist, and you did not know it, that you would have any 
responsibility, do you? 

Mr. Kenor. I was asked a question here—— 

Senator SmrrH. Could you answer the question I just asked ? 

Mr. Kenor. That is a question of law. I was asked a direct ques- 
tion by the counsel for the committee. I invoked my privilege under 
the fifth amendment. There then proceeds a long discussion of why 
I invoke my privilege under the fifth amendment. I submit that 
going into that area defeats the purpose of invoking the privilege in 
the first place. 
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Senator Smiru. You know that the fifth amendment contains sev- 
eral clauses, do you not? 

Mr. Kenor. The fifth amendment clause that I am referring to 1s 
the clause which refers to the fact that a man may not be compelled 
to be a witness against himself, or, as is popularly called, the privilege 
against self-incrimination. 

Senator SmirH. That is what I assumed you did; yes. 

Mr. Kenor. And all my answers referring to the fifth amendment, 
refer to that. 

Senator Smirn. Refers to that? 

Mr. Kenor. Yes. 

Senator Smirn. Of course, you are familiar with the other clauses 
in the fifth amendment ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. There are a number of other things in the fifth amend- 
ment; yes. 

Sendtor's smiTH. And that we are not concerned with here. 

Mr. Keno. There is due process and a number of other things. 

Senator Smirn. Yes; go ahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. I think we ought to get his answer to that question. 

How could any crime which your brother-in-law may have com- 
mitted, or for which he may be indicted, involve you in any criminal 
proceeding ? 

Mr. Kenor. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
my privilege under the fifth amendment against self-incrimination. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the ‘Chair that the chairman 
order and direct the witness to answer. 

Senator SmirH. The chairman now orders and directs the witness 
to answer that question. 

Mr. Keuoe. I must respectfully decline. 

Mr. Arens. In 1944 or 1945, thereabouts, did you spend some 12 
weeks in Cleveland, Ohio, in organizing work ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. 1944 or 1945 / 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Kenor. Twelve weeks ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kenor. No, sir; I do not believe I did. I may have been in 
Cleveland in that period, but I don’t remember being there in that 
period for that extended amount of time. 

Mr. Arens. How long a period of time were you there, approxi- 
mately, at that period ? 

Mr. Kenor. Well, in 1944, there was an election, representation elec- 
tion, among the Western Union workers. I, at that time, was the 
director of ¢ organization of the union and, as such, traveled from city 
to city in connection with this representation election. 

In the course of those travels, I may have visited Cleveland, but I 
do not recall being there for 12 weeks. 

Mr. Arens. About how long do you think you were there ? 

Mr. Krnor. I do not recall at this time. 

Mr. Arens. Were you there as long as a month? 

Mr. Kenor. I do not think so. I do not remember an extended 
period of time in Cleveland. 

Mr. Arens. Were you there as long as a week? 

Mr. Kenor. I just want to point out to the counsel the difficulty I 
am faced with here. In the course of this representation election I 
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must have visited about 40 States. and hundreds of cities, because it 
was a national election involving Western Union people in every city 
in the country. 

Mr. Arens. You recall your visit to Cleveland, then, do you? That 
is the point I am trying to make at this time. 

Mr. Kenor. I do not recall. I assume that I must have visited 
Cleveland because I visited most of the big cities involved in the 
election. I do not remember an extended period of time. 

Mr. Arens. In the course of your tour in this period of time that we 
are speaking about, did you have contaet with Gus Hall / 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator SmirH. Do you know Gus Hall ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question. 

Senator SmiryH. The Chair directs you to answer each of those 
questions, 

Mr. Kenor, I must respectfully decline on the grounds of my priv- 
ilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. There isa man named Gus Hall; is there not ? 

Mr. Kenor. There is a name. Gus Hall, that has been mentioned in 
the press in connection with the recent trials of the Communist Party 
officials, 

Mr. Arens. Is that the only manner by which you are aware of the 
existence of a man by the name of Gus Hall ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator SmirH. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Arnold Johnson ? 

Mr. Krenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a man by the name of Arnold Johnson ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator SmirnH. How do you say that answering that would tend 
to incriminate you, knowing a man named Arnold Johnson? 

Mr. Kenor. Repeatedly, Mr. Chairman, I am asked to explain my 
reasons for declining to answer on the grounds of my privilege under 
the fifth amendment. I respectfully submit that that would defeat the 
privilege. 

Senator Smiru. In other words, you think that your acknowledg- 
ment that you knew a man by the name of Arnold Johnson would 
tend to incriminate you, and for that reason you refuse to answer?! 

Mr. Krnor. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Saari. The Chair directs you to answer that question and 
the preceding question asked you by counsel. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline to answer on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend the national conference of the Com- 
munist Partv held at the Paternal Hall, July 26 through July 29, 
1949, at 110 West Forty-eighth Street, New York City? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 
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Senator Smrru. That is to say, the privilege that you claim that 
that might tend to incriminate you, to answer that question / 

Mr. Keror. Whenever I refer to the fifth amendment, I am re- 
ferring to that privilege which states that a man may not be asked to 
bear witness against himself, or the privilege which is commonly 
called the privilege against self-incrimimation. 

Senator Sarru. And you consider answering that question would 
be evidence against yourself, and therefore you decline to answer the 
question 4 

Mr. Kenor. I decline to answer on the ground of my privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer those questions 
which have just been asked. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend the meeting at the Malin Studio, on 
Forty-seventh Street, in New York City, in the spring of 1946, in 
the company with Joe Selly? 

Mr. Krnor. I am sorry, 1946 is a long time ago. I must refuse to 
answer that question on the grounds that it might tend to incriminate 
mie, 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question, 
Mr. Kehoe. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reason. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Josephine Timms? 

Mr. Kenor. Josephine Timms was formerly the secretary-treas- 
urer of the union. F 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not she is, or ever has been, a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest the chairman order the witness 
to answer. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer the question as to 
whether or not Josephine Timms was ever a member of the Commu- 
nist Party, within your knowledge. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reason. 

Mr. Arens. Where is Josephine Timms now / 

Mr. Kenor. I have no direct knowledge, sir. She retired from the 
industry some time ago, and I understand operated a farm, or some- 
thing of that sort, in New England. I don’t know where she is at 
the present time. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting the intercep- 
tion of messages by persons who are affiliated with the American 
Communications Association, which messages are not directed to 
those persons ¢ ‘ 

Mr. Kenor. I don’t quite understand the question. 

Mr. Arens. There are people who are affiliated with the American 
Communications Association as members who work in Western Union 
and work in the various plants, do they not? 

Mr. Kenor. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting the intercep- 
tion by those people of messages which were not intended for their 
reception ? 
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Mr. Kenor. Well, I don’t know exactly what you mean by “inter- 
ception.” All these people handle messages. Do you mean appro- 
priating messages / 

Mr. Ares. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. You understand, I did not ask you whether you did 
itor not. You understand that, do you not? 

Mr. Kenor. You asked me whether I had information. 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Kenoer. That is right. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question, 
Mr. Kehoe. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Kehoe, are you now, or have you ever been, a 
member of the American Council for Soviet Relations? 

Mr. Krnoer. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. I call to your attention 
that the organization you mention has been classified on the so-called 
subversive list of the Attorney General. 

Senator Smirn. How did you know it had been so classified ? 

Mr. Kenor. I was shown a copy of the list. 

Senator Samira. By whom? 

Mr. Kenor. By my counsel. 

Senator Smiru. Just preceding your answer? 

Mr. Kenoe. That. is correct. 

Mr. Connors. I fhight suggest that the chairman might want to 
direct the witness to answer the question, 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs the witness to answer the question 
asked by counsel. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Kehoe, have you ever been a member of the 
American Youth for Democracy, commonly called the AYD? 

Mr. Kruor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Have you consulted with counsel prior to that ans- 
wer ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. Actually, I didn’t. 

Mr. Connors. Did counsel point out to you on that list 

Mr. Kenor. Counsel pointed out on the list the name of that organi- 
zation. 

Senator Smirn: Are you familiar with the organization? 

Mr. Kenoe. I decline to answer that question. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question, 
and the preceding question which you declined to answer. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Did you know that there was such an organization 
as the AYD prior to looking at the name of it on that list ? 

Mr. Keuoe. I decline to answer on the ground of my privilegeunder 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Witness, are you now, or have you ever been, 
a member of the American Peace Mobilization ? 
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Mr. Kenog. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. And you are looking now at the list of subversive 
organizations so designated by the Attorney General, is that correct ! 

fr. Kenor. That is correct. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you, Mr. Witness, to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Kenoer. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of an 
organization called the American Committee for the Protection of 
the Foreign Born? 

Mr. Kenor. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question, Mr. 
Kehoe. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Witness, are you now or have you ever been, a 
member of an organization called the United Negro and Allied Veter- 
ans of America ? 

You are now consulting with counsel, Mr. Kehoe ? 

Mr. Kenor. No; I am not consulting with counsel. I am consult- 
ing the list of organizations. 

Mr. Connors. With the assistance of counsel ? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. Counsel is just looking over his shoulder. He 
has not said a word yet. 

Mr. Kenor. What kind of an organization is that? Would you 
describe it to me? 

Mr. Connors. It is an organization of veterans of either one of 
the two world wars. 

Mr. Keuor. Offhand, I would say that not being a veteran, I don’t 
think I would be eligible to join any veterans’ organizations. 

Mr. Connors. Your answer is, then, that you do not recall such 
membership in such organization ? 

Mr. Kenor. I see it now listed on the list of subversive organiza- 
tions. I would make the same answer to that that I made to the previ- 
ous question. 

Senator Smiru. You are unwilling to make that answer until after 
you looked over the list of alleged subversives ? 

Mr. Kenor. I do not understand that, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator SmrrH. Read the question back to him. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Rarrnowrrz. Does that require an answer or a statement ? 

Senator Smiru. I am asking whether or not he was unwilling to 
answer the question which he apparently was unwilling because he 
did not answer it, until after he looked over the list, and I am asking 
if that is the reason he answered the question as he did. 

Mr. Kenor. It is not a question of being unwilling. I was looking 
over the list to see whether that organization was listed on it. 

Senator SmrrH. Did you ever remember the organization, of your 
own recollection, before you looked at that list ? 

Mr. Keuor. I decline to answer that question. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline to answer the question on 
the grounds of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Connors. Where were you employed, Mr. Kehoe, during World 
War II? 

Mr. Kenor. I was employed as an official of the union. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever held a license im commercial radio or 
telegraphy, as a commercial radio operator or commercial telegrapher ? 

Mr. Kerror. Do you mean a Federal Communications’ license ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Kenor. No. No; I have not. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever held any kind of a license which was 
subject to approval by the Federal Communications Commission ? 

Mr. Kenor. No; I have not. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator SurrxH. The Chair directs you to answer that question, Mr. 
Kehoe. 

Mr. Kenor. And I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Kehoe, have vou had any affiliation with the 
Abraham Lincoln Brigade ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrn. Do you know what the Abraham Lincoln Bri- 
gade is? 

Mr. Kenor. What is the question again, sir? 

Senator Smrru. Do you know what the Abraham Lincoln Brigade 
is ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. As far as I know, the Abraham Lincoln Brigade was a 
group of people who fought in the Spanish Civil War. 

Senator Smrrn. Is that all you know about it ? 

Mr. Kenor. I don’t understand the question. 

Senator Smirn. Is that all that vou know about the Abraham Lin- 
coln Brigade, that it was an organization of people who fought in the 
Spanish Civil War? 

Mr. Kenor. Well, the original question. I believe, was about an 
organization called the F riends of the Abraham Lincoln Br igade. 

Senator Smirn. The Abraham Lincoln Brigade is what “T under- 
stood. 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. Was the question whether he was a member of 
the Abraham Lincoln Brigade ‘ 

Mr. Connors. The question was whether or not he was affiliated 
with the Abraham Lincoln Brigade. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I am not sure of what the word “affiliated” means. 

Mr. Connors. I think you will find that the word affiliated means a 
sympathetic association. It has been judicially defined. 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer the question on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirx. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Konor. I must respect fully decline. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact that vou addressed a rally of 
the Abraham Lincoln Brigade in September of 1947, and T invite 
your comment on that. In other words, confirm or deny that fact. 

Senator Smrrn. What month was that? 

Mr. Connors. September 1947. 
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Mr. Krnor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Sairu. The Chair directs you to answer the question as to 
whether or not you addressed the rally for the Abraham Lincoln Bri- 
gade held on September 29, 1947, 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Senator Smiru. Do you have a copy of the speech you made at that 
time in your files ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. I niust decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that. 

Mr. Kenior. 1 respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. ‘lo your knowledge, has the Abraham Lincoln Bri- 
cade, or the Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade, been cited as 
a subversive organization by the Attorney General ‘ 

Mr. Kenor. I see listed on this classification the Veterans of the 
Abraham Lincoln Brigade, which is a list of the so-called subversive 
organizations, 

Senator Saivu. Might I look at the list from which you are reading, 
Mr. Kehoe ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Mr, Kehoe, were you ever a member of the Committee 
for a Democratic Foreign Policy / 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reason. 

Senator Smrru. Could the witness please tell us why it is that he 
cannot answer that or preceding questions without first looking at the 
list of alleged subversives ? 

Mr. Kenor. The listing on here is relevant, certainly, is it not ? 

Senator Smiru. The question was as to why, in the preceding in- 
stances including the last question, it was necessary for you to refer 
to the list of alleged subversives before you were able to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Kenor. I referred to the list because I wanted to find out 
whether that organization was listed on the list. 

Senator Smivu. As an alleged subversive organization 4 

Mr. Kenor. Yes. 

Senator Smirn. And then it is _ oe upon ae it so 
listed, to deny any connection with it or knowledge of it, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Krnor. No; that is not necessarily so. T answered the question. 

Senator Sarru. Why did you refer to the list of the alleged sub- 
versives each time ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. Because I wanted to ascertain whether that organiza- 
tion was listed on it. 

Senator Smirn. Why did you want to ascertain that on the question 
of whether or not you were a member or affiliated, or anything at all 
about it ? 

Mr. Kenor. Because I thought it was relevant to my answer. 

Senator Smiru. In other words, you wanted, before you answered 
the question or attempted to answer it, to see whether or not it was on 
the list of alleged subversives ? 
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Mr. Kenor. I wanted to check that fact. 

Senator Smiru. Yes. All right, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Kehoe, have you ever spoken at gatherings of the 
Committee for a Democratic Foreign Policy, committee meetings or 
meetings sponsored by that committee ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Krnor. I refuse, respectfully, to answer the question for the 
same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. I think the record might show that, according to the 
records of the House Un-American Activities Committee, the Daily 
Worker for June 5, 1949, the Daily Worker for June 15, 1949, and for 
June 17, as well as the Daily Worker for February 6, 1950, reflected 
that a Mr. Joseph Kehoe spoke at gatherings of the Committee for 
Democratic Foreign Policy. 

Senator Siri. Do you wish to change your answer now as to 
whether or not you were the Mr. Kehoe referred to? 

Mr. Kenor. What is that? 

Senator Smiru. I asked you as to whether or not, in the light of the 
statement just read by counsel, you wished to further answer r the ques- 
tion asked you a few moments ago about your addressing these organ- 
izations. 

Mr. Kenor. I stand on the previous statement. 

Mr. Connors. Were you a member of the twentieth anniversary 
committee of the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrra. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenoe. I must respectfully decline for the same reason. 

Senator Smrru. Do you know what the Daily Worker is? 

Mr. Kenor. Yes; the Daily Worker is a newspaper. 

Senator Saari. Published by whom ? 

Mr. Kenor. I don’t know the actual name of the publisher. 

Senator SmMirH. Have you ever seen a copy of the paper ? 

Mr. Krnor. Yes. 

Senator ee Have you ever been a reader of it ? 

Mr. Krnor. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator SmirH. You are directed to answer that question, by the 
chairm: an, Mr. Kehoe. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Senator Smrrxg. Did you say you did not know who published it 

moment ago? 

Mr. Krnor. I said I did not know the name of the publisher. 

Mr. Arens. You know that is not what the Senator has in mind 
when he asks that question. Is it published by some ladies’ society 
for the purpose of uplift ? 

Mr. Kenor. It is generally considered to be published by the Com- 
munist Party, but I: answered the question precisely. 

I do not know who the publisher is. 

Senator oe Is it not the official organ of the Communist Party / 

Mr. Kenor. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
my privilege under the fifth amendment. 
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Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. I think the record might show at this time that, 
according to records of the House Un-American Activities Commit- 
tee, the January 9, 1944, issue of the Daily Worker shows that one 
Joseph Kehoe saluted or hailed the Daily Worker on its 20th anni- 
versary, and that a letterhead of the publication called Daily Worker 
shows one Joseph Kehoe to be a member of the twentieth anniversary 
committee. 

Senator Smirx. Mr. Kehoe, do you deny the accuracy of the state- 
ment just read ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer on the grounds—— 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Just a minute. I am being very technical here. 
Is the chairman asking whether Mr. Kehoe denies the accuracy of the 
fact that the House Committee on Un-American Activities says that 
the Daily Worker contains such and such? That was the statement 
made. 

Senator Smirn. He read the statement, and I asked Mr. Kehoe if 
he denied the accuracy of that statement insofar as his participation 
was concerned. 

Mr. Connors. I am reading into the record what is reflected in the 
records of the House Un-American Activities Committee without 
comment on its accuracy. 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. But you made a statement that the House com- 
mittee reports say something, and the chairman asks whether Mr. 
Kehoe wants to aflirm or deny the statement, your statement. 

I do not think he, under oath, ought to be required to state what the 
House committee reports contain. 

Senator Smiru. 1 am not asking that. I am asking whether he 
participated in the meeting about which the statement was made. 

Mr. Kenoe. I must decline to answer that under the privilege of 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair will direct you to answer that question 
as to whether or not you did participate as so stated. 

Mr. Keuor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Gerhardt Eisler? 

Mr. Kenoer. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Keuor. I must respectfully decline for the same reason. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Carl Marzani? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smita. Do you know who Carl Marzani is? 

Mr. Kenor. Carl Marzani—I don’t recall the exact reason, but he 
was convicted, and I believe he is presently serving a sentence. 

Mr. Connors. Did you know that prior to the time you conferred 
with counsel, or did counsel tell you that? 

Mr. Kenor. Counsel did not tell me that. 

Mr. Connors. You knew it of your own knowledge? 

Mr. Kenoe. It was generally published; ves. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Leon Josephson ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 
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Senator Smrru. The chairman directs you to answer that question, 
and the question of whether or not you know Carl Marzani, I do not 
believe I ordered you to answer that. 

Mr. Kenoe. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons, 

Senator Smrru. On each of those questions ? 

Mr. Kenor. Correct. 

Mr. Connors, I put it to you as a fact that you, or one Joseph 
Kehoe, with Gerhardt Eisler, Carl Marzani, and Leon Josephson, 
spoke at a rally of the Civil Rights Congress in January 1948 or late 
December 1947, and I ask you to confirm or deny that fact. 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question, 
Mr. Kehoe. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. I think the record should show at this point that the 
publication called the Worker for January 4, 1948, and a publication 

called PM, also for January 4, 1948, reported that one Joseph Kehoe 
a at a rally of the Civil Rights Congress of New York with 
Gerhardt Eisler, Carl Marzani, and Leon Josephson. 

Senator — Do you recall anything further about that rally 
after hearing the statement read, Mr. Kehoe? 

Mr. Kenor. I stand on my previous answer. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Kehoe, in the course of the trial of the eleven 
Communists here in this court house, did you appear in any demon- 
stration in front of the court house, in the vicinity of Foley Square / 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator SmirH. The Chair directs you, and orders you, to answer 
that question, Mr. Kehoe. 

Mr. Kenor. 1 must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Con NORS I think the record should show at this point that the 
Daily Worker for July 19, 1949, according to the records of the House 
Un-American Activities Committee, reflects that one Joseph Kehoe 
was a sponsor of the demonstration in front of the Federal Courthouse 
in New York City on behalf of the Communist leaders on trial. 

Senator SmirnH. Do you wish to make any further statement after 
hearing that statement read ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. No, I stand on my previous declination on the grounds 
of the privilege in the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connons. Mr. Witness, did you sign a statement condemning 
the jailing of any number of the 11 Communist leaders who were origi- 
nally convicted here ? 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Svirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Krnor. I must respectfully decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. I think the record should show that the records of 
the House Un-American Activities Committee show that one Joseph 
Kehoe was one of the signers of a statement condemning the jailing of 
3 of the 12 Communist leaders as reported in the Daily Worker of 
June 6, 1949. 

Do you have any additional comment to make? 

Mr. Kenor. No, I stand on my previous declination to answer. 
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Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with any of the staff of the Daily 
Worker ? 

Mr. Kruor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Samira. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
American Jewish Labor Council? 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline to answer that question on 
the grounds of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Is that organization listed on the list that you have 
been looking at, once in a while, as a Communist organization or a 
Communist-front organization ? 

Mr. Kenor. It is listed as a so-called subversive organization. 

Mr. Arens. Is it listed as a Communist front organization or as a 
Communist organization ? 

Mr. Kenor. It is under a heading “Communist.” 

Senator Smitu. You decline to answer that question after looking 
at the list ? 

Mr. Kernor. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator SmirH. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I respectfully decline for the same reason. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Witness, have you ever used any other surname 
than Kehoe? 

Mr. Kenor. Surname? 

Mr. Connors. Your last name. 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. Is that because you do not remember whether or not 
you ever used any other name, or because you just do not wish to 
answer the question / 

Mr. Kenor. My reason for not answering is that I wish to invoke 
the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arexs. What do you think your privilege is under the fifth 
amendment ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. T understand it to be a privilege that T am not required 
to testify against myself, the privilege against self-incrimination. 

Mr. Arens. What do you mean you ¢ annot “self-incriminate” ? 

The fifth amendment, which I have before me now, has this lan- 
guage: 

Nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself. 
Do you regard this proceeding here as a criminal proceeding in which 
you are be ing interrogated / 

Mr. Kenor, My understanding of my legal rights makes me be- 
lieve—— 

Mr. Arens. That is just what I am asking. What do you under- 
stand your legal rights to be? 

Mr. Kenor. My understanding of my legal rights convince me that 
I have the right to invoke the privilege in this proceeding. I pre- 
sume, if I don’t have that legal right, someday I will find out about it. 

Senator Smirx. Do you understand this to be a criminal proceed- 
ing against you ? 

5635—51——13 
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Mr. Raprnowirz. I don’t think it is really fair to— 

Mr. Arens. That is a matter for the committee to decide. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I know it, and I am addressing the chairman, I 
don’t think it is really fair to quiz the witness, who is a layman, on 
the intricacies of the fifth amendment’s provisions. As we all know, 
eminent members of the bar have frequently differed as to the precise 
application. 

The witness is here testifying under legal advice; in this particular 
case, my advice. I, acting under what I consider to be a proper inter- 
pretation of the authorities, have advised him that the privilege is 
available to him whenever he cares to assert it in this proceeding, and 
that is my understanding of the law. 

Mr. Arens. May I ask vou a question right there? You are not 
running this proceeding, Mr. Rabinowitz. You are here at the grace 
of this committee. I have been employed by this committee to under- 
take to elicit the truth, and I propose to do that until I am otherwise 
instructed. 

Mr. Rabinowitz, have you instructed your clients here to the effect 
that they can invoke the immunity of the fifth amendment any time 
they want to invoke it / 

Mr. Raninowirz. I was addressing the chairman. If the chairman 
wants me to continue my remarks, I assume the chairman will tell me 
so. and not the counsel for the committee. 

I am perfectly willing if the chairman so directs, to resume the 
stand and to be asked any questions that are appropriate. I am not 
going to do it while I am acting as counsel because it seems to me there 
is the very sharp distinction between the obligations of counsel and 
the obligations of a witness. 

I would like to know which it is that I am acting as, 

Senator Smirn. Maybe this would clear it up, Mr. Rabinowitz, for 
the question that we have before us now plus the questions that have 
arisen in connection with the preceding inquiry. 

Do you regard this inquiry in which we are engaged now as a crim- 
inal action, a criminal trial within the purview of the fifth amendment, 
and have you advised Mr, Kehoe and Mr. Selly to that effect ? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I have advised Mr. Kehoe and Mr. Selly, and, to 
save time, the witnesses who will follow, that, under a long series of 
cases—there must have been 25 of them in the District Court in the 
District of Columbia—the courts have held, without a single excep 
tion, that the privilege may be invoked by a witness who is appearing 
before a congressional committee. 

I can refer to the cases if you want them. There is the Browder 
case, the Scherer—I don’t know. As I said, there must be at least 25 
of them. I have discussed those cases with this witness as well as, I 
think, all of the others, certainly most of the others. 

I have given them my advice that, under those cases, under those 
authorities, they have the right to invoke the privilege. There are a 
long line of cases. This is not something that I made up, and this is 
not the first time it is being asserted. 

Counsel for the committee must be aware of the fact that every day 
there are more and more acquittals on charges of contempt based on 
this privilege. This is not a case of first impression. There are 25 of 
them, at least, which have preceded this inquiry. 
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I have gone over those cases very carefully by myself, with my as- 
sociates in the office, and with these witnesses. I have advised them 
that they may plead the privilege in this proceeding. 

Senator Smrrn. Have you advised Mr. Kehoe, for instance, that 
that privilege, which you say he can avail himself of, extends to his 
refusal to testify or to give information and evidence as against Mr. 
Selly ? 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. No. On the contrary, I advised him that he may 
claim the privilege only when, in his reasonable judgment, an answer 
to the question might result in him bearing witness against himself, 
not against Mr. Selly. 

Senator Smrru. Then, according to that, you do not contend that 
Mr. Kehoe is justified in refusing to answer a question as to whether 
or not he knows Mr. Selly is a member, or has been a member, of the 
Communist party. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. Of course, he is privileged in saying it because 
his knowledge or lack of knowledge would necessarily incriminate him. 
How would he know whether Selly was or was not a member of the 
party without incriminating him? 

It seems to me self-evident on the face of it. His knowledge as to 
the Communist Party membership of someone else necessarily involves 
him; otherwise how would he have knowledge ? 

The same thing is true about the divulgence of messages and several 
other questions. It is not the member ship or nonmembership which 
affects Mr. Kehoe; it is his knowledge of it that might involve him in 
the prosecution. 

Senator Smirn. Then your view of it would be that if Mr. Selly, on 
anyone else was going to testify here that he was acquainted with, 
was a member of the Communist Party, he knows that that makes him 
guilty and he can avail himself of this privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Raptnowirz. It does not make him guilty at all. It merely 
raises for him the possibility of a criminal prosecution, 

Senator Smiru. Then the possibility that it raises—the possibility 
of prosecution on his part—allows this under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. That is right. If I read them incorrectly, I will 
be corrected. 

Mr. Arens. Then any witness who appears before a congressional 
committee and testifies in effect that another person is a member of 
the Communist Party places himself in jeopardy of a criminal prose- 
cution; is that you theory ? 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. No; that isn’t my theory. It may be true in some 
cases: it isn’t true in others. 

Senator Smrru. Then, if the person who is testifying thinks it is 
true, then he has a right to avail himself of that privilege ? 

Mr. Raptnowrrz. Exactly. 

Senator Smrrn, If he did not think that he was in any way con- 
nected, he would not have that privilege, would he ? 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. Whether he thinks he is connected is whether he 
thinks it might involve him in a prosecution. It is not whether the 
prosecution 1s going to be successful. That has nothing to do with the 
privilege. 
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Senator Smirn. If he thinks it is going to involve him in the prose- 
cution, then he has a right to avail himself of the privilege? 

Mr. Raprnowirz. If he reasonably thinks it might. I think the 
language of the cases is that if he has reasonable apprehension of prose- 
cution. I think the thing is that any question which revolves around 
organizations which are so-called subversive is, and, as I say, there 
have been a long list of those. 

Mr. Arens. This digression that we have had over the last several 
minutes was precipitated over this witness’ operation of his mind on 
the very issue of whether or not he would be incriminated by certain 
answers. 

Therefore, I respectfully suggest to the chairman that, Mr. Rabino- 
witz, having expressed himself on this, we proceed with the question- 
ing of this witness as to how he feels his answers to certain questions 
might incriminate him. 

Mr. Raxzrnowrrz. I don’t believe it is proper to examine a witness 
on that. 

Mr. Kenor. I have already expressed myself on that. 

Senator Smirn. Let us get that on the record. 

Mr. Kenor. It is on the record a number of times in response to 
the questions of the chairman. 

Senator Smiru. In what language? 

Mr. Kenor. I don’t recall the exact language, but I did answer the 
question. I stated a number of times that it seems clear to me that, for 
a witness to be compelled to explain the operation of his mind, to put 
it in the words of committee counsel, necessarily defeats his invocation 
of the privilege in the first place. 

Senator Smirx. In other words, what you say is that there is a 
reasonable doubt in your mind, but that your answer to the question 
might incriminate you. 

Mr. Kenor. I have a reasonable apprehension that answering ques- 
tions where I raise the privilege could involve me in a prosecution. 

Mr. Arens. What is the basis of your apprehension ? 

Mr. Kenor. That is the very thing that I object to talking about 
because I think that it is improper to ask that question. 

Mr. Arens. How could your knowledge of Mr. Selly’s affiliations 
involve you in a criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. Kenor. I have already declined to answer that question on the 
grounds of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Yes; now why? 

Mr. Kenor. We have gone through this four times in this hearing. 

Mr. Arens. And we have not gained very much yet. That is the 
reason we are still on the subject. The state of a man’s mind is as much 
a fact as the state of a man’s digestion, as the courts have held repeat- 
edly. Weare trying to develop the facts for this subcommittee of why 
you, as a witness before the subcommittee of the United States Senate. 
a subcommittee charged with the internal security of this country, 
declined to answer questions as to other people. 

Mr. Kenor. And I have stated very clearly the reasons. 

Mr. Arens. You just keep repeating. Your reason is the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Kenor. The fifth amendment. The fifth amendment is clear, 
to me at any rate; namely, when you have a reasonable apprehension 
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that your answer to a question might involve you in a prosecution, you 
have the right to invoke the privilege. 

Counsel for committee then pursues me and wants me to explain 
the steps in my mental process that made me arrive at that conclusion. 
I say he is defeating the invocation of the privilege in the first place. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that he order 
and direct this witness to answer the question as to how, in his judg- 
ment, an answer as to whether or not he knows Mr. Selly is a member 
of the Communist Party could involve this witness as a defendant in 
a criminal prosecution, 

Senator SmirH. The Chair directs the witness to answer that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Krnor. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever applied for a passport from the State 
Department / 

Mr. Raptnowitz. May I raise a very simple question in procedure ? 
The difficulty of testifying before a committee under these circum- 
stances is great enough without having first one counsel and then an- 
other counsel take shots at a witness. 

I do think that the committee ought to decide which one of these 
gentlemen ought to do the questioning, and that that one do it. 

Mr. Arens. I think that is a matter beyond the purview of the coun- 
sel who is appearing here at the grace of the chairman. 

Mr. RastNowirz. I was addressing myself to the chairman. 

Mr. Arens. So was I. 

Senator SmirH. We have been getting along so well, but it is get- 
ting late and we are all getting a little tired. We will let Mr. Connors 
go ahead and finish, and we will get to anybody else who wants to ask 
any questions. We will finish this line. 

All of us at this point are getting off on other subjects. Did he 
answer that last question / 

Mr. Connors. No, sir. ‘The question was whether or not the witness 
had ever applied for a passport. 

Mr. Kenor. What is the question, sir? 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever applied for a passport from the State 
Department ! 

Mr. Kenor. I did apply for a passport. 

Mr. Connors. Were you granted a passport ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. When did you get the passport, approximately ¢ 

Mr. Kenor. It was during the early part of 1948, I believe. 

Mr. Connors. And where did you travel on the passport ? 

Mr. Kenoe. I didn’t travel on the passport. 

Mr. Connors. What occasioned you getting the passport? 

Mr. Kenor. At that time we had a strike on at Mackay Radio, and 
Western Union Cables, and All American Cables. At one point dur- 
ing the strike it was suggested one of us go over to England to try to 
get support from the English workers in the Cable and Wireless of 
London. 

It was for that purpose that I applied. But the developments that 
took place immediately thereafter made it not feasible to follow 
through on it. 
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Mr. Connors. What name did you use in the application for pass- 
port ? 

Mr. Kenor. I used my own name. 

Mr. Connors. Where is the passport now? 

Mr. Kenor. Well, I had it among my papers at home. I imagine 
it is still there. 

Mr. Connors. Has the passport ever been made available to anyone 
else ? 

Mr. Kenor. I have never made it available to anyone else. 

Senator Smirn. Do you know where the passport is now, Mr. Kehoe ? 

Mr. Kenor. I haven’t had any occasion to use it. I assume it is 
among my papers at home. 

Senator Sauirn. You did not return it to the Passport Division, 
though ? 

Mr. Kenor. No; I didn’t think there was any requirement to do 
that. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party / 

Mr. Keuor. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrra. Mr. Kehoe, the Chair directs and orders you to 
answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must respectfully decline for the same reason. 

Mr. Connors. In your opinion, is the Communist Party an agency 
of the Soviet Government ? 

Mr. Kenoe. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Kenor. I must decline, respectfully, for the same reason. 

Senator Smirn. All right. Have you something you wanted to 
ask the witness, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. No, Senator. I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be excused for present purposes from appearing, but that he be main- 
tained under the subpena subject to further call ‘of the subcommittee. 

Senator Smrrn. You will be where you will be easily reached ? 

Mr. Kenor. When, sir? 

Senator Smirn. Did you mean sometime this week or later? 

Mr. Arens. Just subject to call of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Rapinowirz. I will agree, in order to save the committee any 
trouble, that if the committee wishes to communicate with me with 
respect to any of the witnesses as to subsequent appearances, I will be 
glad to arrange for their appearance, subject to the usual qualification 
about prior engagements. 

Senator SmirH. That is all right. 

Mr. Arens. That is all for this afternoon, Mr. Kehoe. 


TESTIMONY OF LOUIS SIEBENBERG, MEMBER, INTERNATIONAL 
EXECUTIVE BOARD, AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION 


Senator Smiru. Will the witness give his name and address? 

Mr. Sresennerc. My name is Louis Siebenberg. 

Senator Samir. Stand up, please, and raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give in this pro- 
ceeding and inquiry by a duly constituted subcommittee of the United 
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States Senate shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Stesenserc. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. You are appearing here under a subpena, Mr. Sieben- 
berg, is that correct ? 

Mr. Sresenserc. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Siebenberg? 

Mr. SrenenserG. Brooklyn, N. Y., September 20, 1908. 

Mr. Connors. What is your present occupation ‘ 

Mr. Stesenserc. I am an automatic supervisor in Western Union 
on a leave of absence for union activities. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been employed by Western 
Union? 

Mr. Stenenserc. Well, ever since the merger with Postal Telegraph, 
but my company service runs to 1925, I think. 

Mr. Connors. That is combined service; that is to say your Postal 
Telegraph and Western Union service embraces approximately 25 
years ¢ 

Mr. StesennerG. That is about right. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

I think if Mr. Siebenberg wants to consult his counsel, that is per- 
fectly all right. But if his counsel wants to consult him, that is an 
entirely different situation. 

Mr. Stesenserc. I refuse to answer that question, because, under 
the provisions of the fifth amendment to the Constitution, I may not 
be compelled to testify against myself. 

Mr. Arens. You are reading from a prepared statement, are you 
not, Mr. Siebenberg ? 

Mr. Sresenserc. | am reading from this piece of paper. 

Mr. Arens. Who prepared that piece of paper. 

Mr. Sresenserc. I don’t know what you mean. 

Mr. Arens. Who wrote that that you are reading right now—that 
you were reading just a second ago? 

Mr. Stenenserc. I helped compose it. 

Mr. Arens. Who else helped ? 

Mr. Sresenserc. Some of the other people who are witnesses or go- 
ing to be witnesses here. 

Mr. Arens. Who were they that composed that that you are just 
about to read or are in the process of roping? 

Mr. SresenserG. Excuse me a minute, please. 

The other witnesses are Mr. Selly, Mr. Kehoe, Mrs. Townsend, Mr. 
Wieners, and Mr. Panza. I think that is about all, although there may 
be others. [am not sure. 

Mr. Arens. They all participated in the statement you are about to 
read 3 is that right? 

Mr. StepenBerG. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. So that is their statement instead of yours; is that right ? 

Mr. StesenserG. This is mine, too. 

Mr. Arens. You adopted it? 

Mr. SesenserG. No; I helped with this. 

Mr. Arens. Did Mr. Rabinowitz help in that statement, too? 

Mr. SiesenserG. I am not sure of the answer to that question. I 
don’t know. 
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Mr. Arens. Where did you get that paper that you are reading 
from? 

Mr. Sresenserc. Mrs. Townsend handed me this paper after the 
stenographer, the typist, had typed it up. 

Senator Smira. Where were you when she handed it to you? 

Mr. S1esenserc. In my office. 

Senator SmirH. Was that paper gotten up as a result of a joint 
action agreement among the people that you have mentioned, and 
yourself, to frame an answer for this question that has just been posed 
to you? 

Mr. Sresenserc. Yes, sir: of this nature. 

Senator SmirH. You anticipated that question might be asked, and, 
therefore, that is the reason that was gotten up ‘ 

Mr. Stepenperc. Yes,sir;inthat nature. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smrru. Have you ever read the fifth amendment in the law 
books ? 

Mr. SrepenBerG. Yes, sir. 

Senator SmirH. You had gotten familiar with this, then, for this 
hearing ? 

Mr. StepensBerG. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smira, All right; go ahead and let him read it. 

Mr. Arens. You might just as well start over. You had not gone 
very far in your statement. 

Mr. Stepenserc, I refuse to answer that question because, under the 
provisions of the fifth amendment of the Constitution, I may not be 
compelled to testify against myself. 

This committee has as its alleged purpose, the investigation of 
activities popularly called subversive, and within the statutes 

Mr. Raprnowirz. I don’t know what counsel is laughing at. 

Mr. AreNns. Mr. Rabinowitz, you are not running this hearing. 
The right to laugh at an absurd situation is as inalienable a right as 
the rights you have been undertaking to assert under the fifth amend- 
ment, and I propose to laugh whenever I am prompted to laugh. 

Mr. Rastnowirz. You keep saying that over and over again, but 
neither are you. The chairman is running the hearing. These are 
very serious matters. 

Senator Smrrn. Well, laugh and the world laughs with you. 

Go ahead, we will start again, Mr. Siebenberg. Suppose we give 
Mr. Siebenberg a chance to start again. 

Mr. Stevensere. I refuse to answer that question because under the 
provisions of the fifth amendment to the Constitution, I may not be 
compelled to testify against myself. 

This committee has as its alleged purpose the investigation of activi- 
ties popularly called subversive, and within the scope of statutes such 
as the McCarran law, the Smith Act, the Taft-Hartley law, and similar 
— 

I do not believe that there is any mystery about the purpose of 
these investigations. Indeed, a representative of this committee told 
one of the witnesses here under subpena that the committee was 
examining charges that our union was Communist-dominated, and 
an attorney for the committee told our counsel that the union and its 
leaders were alleged to be subversive, and that that was the subject 
matter of this inquiry. 
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Historically, the provision under the fifth amendment I am claim- 
ing is intended as a protection to the innocent. So, I must refuse to 
answer the question under consideration and all others which might 
lay the groundwork for that type of prosecution which the Constitu- 
tion forbids. 

Senator Sairn. Is that all of the statement? Is that all on the 
sheet / 

Mr. Sresenserc. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smrrn. May I see that just a minute? 

I believe that the sec ‘ond and third lines—that you refuse to answer 
because, under the provisions of the fifth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion, “I may not be compelled to testify against myself”’—that is the 
main objective of your refusing to answer. You do not want to testify 
against yourself ? 

Mr. Sresenserc. That is correct. 

Senator Smrrn. I believe you further said, in reading from the 
statement, that there was no mystery about the purpose of the investi- 
gation, and that a representative of this committee told one of the 
witnesses—that is to say, one of the people with whom you conferred 
in making up this statement—as to the purpose of the investigation. 

That is what you said; was it not? In other words, a committee 
representative was perfectly fair in advising you and your associates 
as to what the purpose of this investigation was. 

Mr. Stesenserc. The representative told one of the witnesses what 
he thought the purpose of the hearing was. 

Senator Smrri. I mean that was a statement of the purpose, as 
you say, of this hearing. 

Mr. Sitesenserc. That is what I think. 

Senator Sairn. In other words, the committee acquainted you as 
to what the purpose of this hearing was, if what you say is true as to 
what the representative said. 

Put it this way: You did not come here in the dark as to the purpose 
of this investigation. Nobody tried to keep you in the dark as to what 
this was about; did they ? 

Mr. Stevenserc. Well, I wasn’t told, but one of the other witnesses 
was told. 

Senator Smirn. That is what I mean. You understood, when you 

“ame in here, what this was all about, this investigation ? 

Mr. Srevenserc. Not what it was all about. 

Senator Smiru. Your part in it? 

Mr. Stesenserc. Well, I don’t know what my part in it is yet. 

Senator Smrra. You understood, according to this statement, there 
was no mystery about the purpose of these investigations. You said 
that in this paper—did you not?—that you just read. 

Mr. Sresenserc. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smirxn. And you said that a representative of this com- 
mittee told one of the witnesses here under subpena that the committee 
was examining charges that “our union”’—that is to say, the union to 
which you belong: that is what you referred to 

Mr. Srevenpers. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. You understood that it had been alleged that it was 
Communist-dominated ? 

Mr. Sresensere. Yes. 
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Senator Smiru. And you were also told, according to this state- 
ment, that an attorney for the committee told your counsel that the 
union and its leaders were alleged to be subversive. That is what this 
says, too; does it not? 

Mr. Srepenserc. Yes. 

Senator Smirif. And that that was the subject of the inquiry ? 

Mr. Sresenserc. That is what I was told. 

Senator Smrrn. After you learned the objective, as stated in this 
paper, then you availed yourself to what you think to be your ee 
under the fifth amendment to refuse to answer the question that wa 
just propounded to you? 

Mr. Sresenserc. I think that is correct. 

Senator Sairx. In other words, you did not want to say whether 
you were a member of the Communist Party or not in view of what 
the purpose of this inquiry was? 

Mr. SrepenserG. Excuse me a minute. 

That is right. 

Senator Smiru. So that, if you were a Communist, or had been a 
Communist, you did not wish to disclose it to this committee, and you 
preferred to avail yourself of the constitutional provision as you 
understood it. 

Mr. Sresenserc. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. I respectfully suggest that the chairman might wish 
to direct the witness to answer the question as to whether he was a 
member of the Communist Party. 

Senator Smiru: The Chair now directs the witness, and orders the 
witness, to answer the question as to whether or not he was a member 
of the Communist Party. 

Mr. SresenserG. I decline to answer the question, sir, on the 
grounds of my rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 
Mr. Connors. ae you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sresenserc. I decline to answer the question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment, my rights under the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair now directs you to answer the question 
as to whether or not you are now a C ommunist. 

Mr. Sresensere. I decline to answer the question, relying on my 
rights to the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

‘Mr. Arens. What do you understand your rights to be under the 
fifth amendment ? 

Mr. SresenperG. Excuse me a minute. 

In the fifth amendment, among other things is written: 

No person shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against 
himself. 

Senator Smiru. That is the privilege and right which you are exer- 
cising now ¢ 

Mr. Sresensere. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Do you understand this to be a criminal prosecution or 
criminal proceeding in which you are appearing now? 

Mr. Razrnowirz. Mr. Chairman, do we have to go over this with 
each witness ¢ 

Mr. Arens. That is not for you to determine. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I know, and it is not for you to determine either. 
I have not been addressing questions to you. I have been addressing 
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them to the chairman. I wish the chairman would answer, when I 
address the chairman, rather than you. 

I don’t think it is quite proper—and I am talking to the presiding 
officer rather than the counsel—I don’t think we are going to accom- 
plish anything, and I think we are going to waste a tremendous 
amount of time if, in respect to each of these witnesses, we get into a 
debate as to whether this is a criminal case or not a criminal case. We 
went over that at great length last time. 

Senator Sarr. I think it might be well to give him a chance to 
say what he understands about this proceeding, and in short order 
without taking too much time. * 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. Keeping in mind, of course, that he is not a mem- 
ber of the bar and, therefore, does not have the advantage that the 
chairman and the other members have here, understanding all of the 
points of a judicial proceeding. 

Senator Sara. Will you answer the question / 

Mr. Arens. Do you understand that this is a criminal proceeding 
in which you are now appearing ¢ 

Mr. Stepensere. I don’t believe this is a criminal proceeding, 

Mr. Arens. Do vies know whether or not Mr. Selly, Joseph. Selly, 
is or was a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Sresenzerc. I refuse to answer that, relying upon my rights 
in the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. How do you entertain any fears yourself that your 
answer to the question respecting whether or not Mr. Selly is a com- 
munist could involve you in any criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. Stenenserc. I decline to answer that question, sir, relying upon 
my rights in the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. You are relying also upon the advice of your counsel? 

Mr. Sresenserc. I understand that is what counsel is for, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Your counsel just told you to express yourself along 
that line; did he not? 

Mr. StepenBerc. Regardless of what my counsel said—— 

Mr. Arens. Would you answer the question / Did Mr. Rabinowitz 
just tell you to say that? 

Mr. Sresenserg. I don’t think he said that—what you just said he 

said, 

Mr. Arens. What did Mr. Rabinowitz say to you? 

Mr. S1esenserG. I really don’t remember the exact words he said. 
I couldn't answer that accurately; I really couldn't. 

Senator Smrra,. Let us ask him this, Mr. Arens: How do you figure 
or calculate or reason in your mind that what Mr. Selly belonged to, 
or what he did, would incriminate you ? 

Mr. Stepeneere. Sir, I decline to answer that question, relying upon 
my rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

‘Senator SautH. Do you have any reason to think, do you have any 
reasonable thought, that what Mr. Selly did, or what be belonged to, 
would incriminate you? 

Mr. Stepenberc. I must decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
same grounds. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer the question as 
to why you think that what Mr. Selly belonged to or did not belong 
to, or what he did or did not do, would involve you in a crimina 
prosecution or would incriminate you, or tend to incriminate you. In 
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other words, why do you think that? In your own words, what is 
the reason for thinking that? 

Mr. Sresensera. Excuse me. 

Mr. Arens. Can you not answer that question without consulting 
with your counsel first ? 

Mr. Stenenserc. If you don’t mind, I would like to consult him. 

Senator Smiru. That is all right for you to consult with counsel 
as to whether or not you shall answer that question, but I am asking 
you for your own words, your own language, as to the reason. 

Do you have any-reason in your own mind as to why you should 
consult counsel as to why you should answer the question? You de- 
cline to answer until after you have consulted with counsel on that 
question ¢ 

Mr. Stepenperc. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smirxa. The Chair directs you to answer the question as to 
what reason you have in your mind for refusing to answer a question 
as to whether or not Mr. Selly is, or was, or has been, a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Sresenserc. Just a minute. 

Senator SmirH. But you refuse to answer that question ? 

Mr. Stesenserc. I want to consult counsel first. 

Senator Smirn. You refuse to answer it before you consult counsel ? 

Mr. SresenzerG. That is correct sir. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not required to give the reason for my refusal 
under the provisions of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Who just told you that? 

Mr. Raxzrnowrrz. I told him that. That is what he hires me for. 
He does not pay me enough, but that is what he hires me for. 

Senator Smirx. Do you understand it your privilege to refuse to 
answer a question that would tend to incriminate you gives you any 
reason to refuse to answer, under oath, a question involving a third 
party? Do you understand that? 

Mr. SresenperG. My understanding of the fifth amendment is that 
the fifth amendment was enacted originally for the purpose of protect- 
ing the innocent, protecting myself. I understand that, sir. 

Mr. Arens. You feel you are innocent; is that right? 

Mr. Sresenserc. Of course, 1 am innocent of any wrongdoing. 

Senator Smiru. Let me ask you this: Are you, in refusing to: answer 
that question, trying to protect yourself as an innocent party in your 
view of Mr. Selly, or are you trying to protect Mr, Selly ? 

Mr. Sresenperc. I am trying to “protect myself, sir. 

Senator Smrru. Then why do you object to answer about Mr. Selly ? 

Mr. SIEBENBERG, I must decline to answer that question. 

Senator Smiru. You do not have any reason; do you? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. He didn’t say that at all. 

Senator Smiru. I am asking if he does have a reason. 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. He does not want to tell you the reason. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Rabinowitz, I think you are trying the patience of 
this committee considerably. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Maybe it is just because of the hour, but I must 
confess that the committee is trying my patience, too. 

Senator Smirn. In other words, your under standing 1 in this hearing 
is that you are to answer or not answer any question in accordance w ith 
the instructions you received from your counsel. 

Mr. SreBENBERG. No. 
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Senator Smirn. Are you a relying upon your counsel to advise 
you as to what you should sa -, whether or not you should answer 4 

Mr. Srepennera. I have a ee it deal of respect for the opinions and 
advice of my counsel, but after I get advice from my counsel, I will 
do and say what I think is correct. 

Senator Smrru. Can you not answer as to facts without taking the 
advice of your counsel, after you know your rights in the general terms 
of the statute ? 

Mr. SrepenserG. Under the what ? 

Senator Smirn. Under the general terms of the statute that you 
have just read just now, the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. The question was directed to the witness and not to 
Mr. Rabinowitz. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the 
witness be given an opportunity to answer the question without Mr. 
Rabinowitz testifying. 

Mr. Rapnrnowrrz. Can the question be read, if there is a question 
pending ¢ 

Mr. Sresenserc. May I please hear the question ? 

(The pending question was read by the reparter as follows:) 

Senator SmirH. Can you not answer as to facts without taking the advice of 
your counsel, after you know your rights in the general terms of the statute? 

Mr. Stepennerc. I prefer to get the advice of my counsel. 

Senator Smirn. a to facts that you are going to testify to? 

Mr. Stesenserc. I don’t understand what you mean when you say 
as to “facts that vou are going to testify to.’ 

Senator Smrru. You know the difference between the law and the 
facts in the case, do you not? 

Mr. Sievennenc. I think the law is the facts. 

Senator Smrrn. You understand that the law is a statute which you 
read just now ? 

Mr. Sresenperc. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. The fact we are asking you about is whether or not 
Mr. Selly was a member of the Communist Party. Do you know that 
or not? 

Mr. SresenserG. That is the question I decline to answer, relying 
upon my rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Smrra. And you think, to answer that question, it would 
tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Stesennerc. It might, sir. 

Senator Smirn. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Arens. How could the fact of the membership of Mr. Selly in 
the Communist Party, if it is a fact, posssibly incriminate a third per- 
son, Whether it is you or anybody else? 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that question has 
been asked of this witness several times. 

Mr. Arens. We propose to ask it until we are satisfied, and you are 
not going to be the one to determine that. 

Senator Sarr. Let us see what he says now, what his answer to 
the question is. 

Mr. Srenenserc. I must decline to answer that question, and, in so 
doing, I am relying upon my rights under the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution. 
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Mr. Arens. The question is: How could Selly’s membership in the 
Communist Party, if he is a member of the Communist Party, involve 
any third person in the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Mr. Chairman, may I make an appeal to you? 
The.question was just this minute asked, the witness refused to answer 
it, and now it is being asked again. Presumably the witness will re- 
fuse to answer. Then it will be asked again, and then the witness will 
refuse to answer. The 15 minutes promised me will be gone and we 
still will not have the answer to the question. 

Mr. Arens. If you do not like the procedure, you are free to leave 
at any time. 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I am asking the chairman. 

Senator Smrrn. We are asking the witness whether there is any 
reasonable grounds for refusing to answer the question. Up to now, 
he has not given a reason except to say he does not want to answer it. 

Mr. Ravinowirz. He doesn’t want to give the reason, and he doesn’t 
have to give the reason. 

Mr. Arens. We did not then ask him the reasons. The last question 
was how could Mr. Selly’s membership in the Communist Party or 
the knowledge of Mr. Selly’s membership in the Communist Party 
involve a third party, whether it is him or anybody else. 

Mr. Stenenserc. I must decline to answer that question, relying 
upon my rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution, 

Senator Smiru. I now direct you to answer that question under the 
penalty of the provisions of law. 

Mr. Stenenserc. I decline to answer the question, relying upon my 
rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. And Mr. Rabinowitz advised you as such, did he not? 

Mr. Stesenserc. He advised me what my rights were. 

Mr. Arens. And he advised you with respect to the answer you 
should give to the question ? 

Mr. Sresensera. I asked him about the answer to the question. 

Mr. Arens. What did he say ? 

Mr. Stesenserc. He advised me that I had the right to answer the 
way I did. 

Senator Smiru. All right, let us go to the next question. 

Mr. Connors. Who was Peter Cacchione ? 

Mr. Srevenserc. I decline to answer that question, and, in doing so, 
I rely upon my rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Smrru. I request and direct you to answer that question. 

Mr. Sresenpere. I decline to answer, sir. 

Senator Smiru. I think that the Chair now is going to ask you to 
answer your own questions without further consultation with your 
counsel as to the exact language. I think we have a right to have 
your answer and not counsel’s answers. 
~ Mr. Rapinowirz. All I have done, with this witness as well as others, 
when they have leaned over and asked me whether they could plead 
the privilege to this question, I said they could. Many times I said 
they could, and they declined to; not this witness, but others. 

In this case, the witness leaned over to me and said, “Have I the 
privilege or may I decline to answer?” and I said, “You may.” That 
is all that happened. I am not even sure that happened. I gave no 
indication as to what he should do. 
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Mr. Connors. Did you know Peter Cacchione, or did you know 
who he was? 

Mr. Sresenserc. I decline to answer the question, relying upon my 
rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Smrrn. You are directed by the Chair to answer that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Sresenperc. IT respectfully decline to answer, relymg upon my 
rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

“Mr. Connors. Has the name Peter Cacchione ever come to your 
attention prior to today? 

Mr. SresennerG. Excuse me. 

Peter Cachhione’s name has come to my attention. I think I read 
it in the newspapers a few years ago. 

Mr. Connors. In what connection ? 

Mr. Stesenserc. He was a councilman of the city of New York. I 
think that is right; yes. 

Mr. Connors. In 1944 or 1945, or at approximately that time, did 
you sign a Communist Party nominating petition for Peter Cacchione? 

Mr. Stenennerc. I decline to answer that question, relying wpon my 
rights in the fifth ‘enuumemae to the Constitution. 

Senator Smirxa. The Chair directs you to answer whether or not 
you did sign that petition, as asked. 

Mr. Stesenperc. I respectfully decline, relying upon my rights 
under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Connors. From your reading of the name Peter Cacchione and 
your general impression of that man, was he a member of the Com- 
munist Party, to your best knowledge ? 

Mr. Stesennerc. May I hear the question again ? 

Mr. Connors. From your reading and from your general informa- 
tion in connection with Cacchione, to your best knowledge, was he a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Stesenserc. I think he said he was. 

Mr. Connors. Did he say this to you? 

Mr. Srevennerc. No. 

Mr. Connors. Where did he say it? How did it come to you? 

Mr. Stesenserc. I think he said it in newspapers. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever meet Peter Cacchione ? 

Mr. Stenennerc. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Did you support him when he ran here in the city 
elections ? 

Mr. Sireennerc. I have forgotten the question. 

Mr. Connors. ‘The reporter will read the question. 

(The pending question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Stesennerc. I decline to answer the question, relying upon my 
rights in the fifth amendment. 

Senator Sari. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Stesenrera. | respectfully decline, relying upon my rights in 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Connors. If we laid in front of you a Communist Party nomi- 

nating petitign in connection with Peter Cacchione, bearing a signa- 
ture which purports to be yours, could vou identify your signature ? 

Mr. Stesenserc. I think T could identify my signature. 

Mr. Connors. If you saw your signature on such a petition, would 
you deny having signed it? 
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Mr. Sizsenserc. I would have to see what you are going to lay be- 
fore me. 

Mr. Connors. I am speaking of the Communist Party nominating 
petition and your signature. 

Mr. Razinowrrz. I don’t understand what the question is. 

Senator Smrru. The question is, if a petition purporting to carry 
his signature were laid before him, and he recognized it as his signa- 
ture, would he then deny that it was his signature. 

Mr. Razinowirz. I submit that if the signature is going to be laid 
before him and he is going to be asked to identify it, that that ought to 
be done. I do not understand questioning a witness if something 
happened, if he were shown his signature and it were his. proper sig- 
nature, if he would deny it. 

Mr. Arens. The question was not directed to you. It was directed 
to the witness. 

Mr. Rasinowrrz My question was not directed to you. It was 
directed to the chairman. 

Senator Smrru. The question would lead to whether or not this 
witness would rely upon what he says his rights are under the fifth 
amendment even to the extent of denying his own signature. 

Mr. Rantnowrrz. Not denying, refusing to answer. There is a great 
deal of difference between denying and refusing to answer. 

Senator Smiru. All right, we will go to the next question, 

Mr. Connors. For the third time, the question is: If a Communist 
Party nominating petition, on behalf of Peter Cacchione, bearing 
your signature were laid in front of you, would you deny that your 
signature was yours? In the alternative, would you refuse to confirm 
that that signature was yours? 

Mr. Stesenserc. I think I would have the right to decline to an- 
swer your question. 

Mr. Connors. There is no question about your having the right. 
We are asking you now what you would do, 

Mr. Srenensere. I don’t know yet. 

Mr. Connors. Were you a member of the New York Conference for 
Inalienable Rights? 

Mr. SrepenserG. Excuse me a minute. 

That name doesn’t ring a bell with me. I don’t think I ever heard 
that name before. Do you want to elaborate a little bit and maybe 
it will refresh my memory / 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever hear of an organization called the New 
York Conference for Inalianable Rights? 

Mr. StesenserGc. That name doesn’t ring a bell. I may have heard 
of it, but I don’t remember. 

Mr. Connors. Then your testimony is, trying to be perfectly fair, 
that you cannot say whether you were or were not a manner. Your 
testimony is that you cannot recall such an organization ? 

Mr. Stesenperc. I can’t recall that there is such an organization. 
I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Connors. To what organizations do you presently belong? 

Mr. SrepenBeRG. Excuse me. 

I decline to answer that question, and, in doing so, I rely upon my 
rights in the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 


Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question, Mr. 
Siebenberg. 
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Mr. Sresenrerc. I respectfully decline, and I rely upon my rights 
in the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Is there any organization to which you belong, mem- 
bership in which, if you should admit it, might not subject you to 
criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. Sresensera. Excuse me. 

Mr. Rasinowirz. There are too many negatives in that one. Would 
you mind repeating the question ? 

Mr. Arens. Do you belong to any organization, membership in 
which, if you would admit ‘it, would not subject you to criminal 
prosecution ? 

Mr. Sresenserc. I don't know wiat the question means. 

Mr. Rapstnowrrz. I know what it means, all right, but it is a little 
confusing. 

Mr. ree saee. Do you want to explain it to me? 

Mr. Arens. Go ahead and explain it to him. You have explained 
everything else. 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. He wants to know if there are any organizations 
which, if you were asked about it, you would not object like, 1 sup- 
pose, the union, or a local temple, or men’s club, or something. 

Mr. Arens. Do you belong to any dinner a 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Let’s put it this way: Any nonsensitive *“aniza- 
tions. 

Mr. Arens. Yes. Do you belong to any nonsensitive organizations. 

Mr. Rasinowirz. Aside from the union, I presume, which he has 
already testified. 

Mr. Arens. Yes; he has admitted that. 

Mr. Siepensperc. Excuse me. 

Mr. Arens. Yes; you had better ask him about that. 

Mr. Siesenserc. I belong to a society. I think that is an organi- 
zation. 

Mr. Rapinowrrz., What is the name of it? 

Mr. Stenenserc. It has a long name, and I don’t even know if I 
am going to say it right. I will spell it the way I write it on the 
check when I pay my dues. I am not sure this is the correct spelling : 
U-s-c-i-e B-i-s-k-u-p-i-e-r V-e-r-e-i-n. 

Mr. Arens. You would be i fectly willing to testify about that or- 
ganization, is that correct ? 

Mr. Stevenserc. Iam not sure. It all depends on what the questions 
are. 

Mr. Arens. I mean, to use the phrase of your counsel, it is a non- 
sensitive organization, is that correct ? 

Mr. Stesenpgra. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And you can testify about how many meetings you at- 
tended of that organization, could you not ? 

Mr. Stevennere. If you asked me, I would tell you. 

Mr, Arens. Yes. And you would testify about your participation 
in that organization, would you not ? 

Mr. Siepenperc. It depends on what you ask me. 

Mr. ARENS. But there are certain organizations to which you belong 
and to which you will testify, is that correct ? 

Mr. Stenenserc. That question I decline to answer, and in doing so 
T rely on my rights in the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

$5635—51——14 
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Mr. Arens. Have you attended some meetings at Mr. Kehoe’s house ? 

Mr. SreBeNsBeRG. Whose house ? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Kehoe’s. 

Mr. Stesenserc. I thought you said Miss Kehoe. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Kehoe. 

Mr. SreBenserG. Excuse me a minute. 

I decline to answer that question, and in doing so, I rely upon my 
rights in the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest to the chairman 
that the witness be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair now directs and orders you to answer the 
inquiry as to whether or not you attended any meetings at Mr. Kehoe’s 
house. 

Mr. SrepenBerG. Excuse. 

I respectfully decline to answer that question, and in doing so, I 
rely upon my rights in the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Senator Smirn. This organization with the difficult name, concern- 
ing which you say you are willing to testify, the nonsensitive organ- 
ization, is that a social organization of some character, a religious 
organization, or what is it? 

Mr. Srevenrerc. I think it is some kind of a benevolent organiza- 
tion. Aside from social functions that they have every once in a while, 
it also provides death benefit plots upon death of anyone in the family. 

Senator Smiru. It is an organization of German inspiration ? 

Mr. Srevenserc. I think it is Austrian. I think that is right, but I 
am notsure. The map got changed a lot. 

Mr. Arens. Have you attended any social functions at Mr. Kehoe’s 
house, aside from any meetings at Mr. Kehoe’s house. 

Mr. Stenenperc. Excuse me a minute. 

Senator Smirxn. Maybe he does not know Mr. Kehoe. 

Mr. Arens. Yes; he knows Mr. Kehoe; at least, he has indicated 
that. 

Mr. Stenenserc. Yes, I know Kehoe. 

Senator SmrrH. How well do you know Mr. Kehoe? 

Mr. Stenennera. I don’t think I know how to correctly answer that 
question. I don’t remember there being any parties in Kehoe’s house. 
Now, there may have been. 

Mr. Arens. Have vou ever been inside Mr. Kehoe’s house ? 

Mr. Srepenperc. Where he lives now? 

Mr. Arens. Where he lives now or where he previously lived. 

Mr. SrepenserG. Yes; I have. 

Mr. Arens. Now, have you been at social functions at Mr. Kehoe’s 
house in which no business, let us say, has been discussed ; nonsensitive 
meetings, we will say, or nonsensitive gatherings. 

Mr. Stenennerc. Well, I played pinochle once at his house. 

Mr. Arens. Have you attended any sessions at Mr. Kehoe’s house 
of the sensitive variety ¢ 

Mr. StenenserG. That question I decline to answer, relying upon my 
privileges in the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs the witness to answer that 
question. cd 
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Mr. Sresenserc. And I respectfully decline to answer the ques- 
tion, relying upon my rights in the fifth amendment to the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Helen Yewell? 

Mr. StepenBerGc. Excuse me a minute. 

I decline to answer that question, relying upon my rights in the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Smiru. I think we might have the record show that when 
Mr. Siebenberg says “Excuse me,” he leans over to consult counsel. 

Mr. Srepennerc. I didn’t understand that. 

Senator Smirn. I told the reporter that when you said “Excuse me,” 
after you were asked a question, to record that in the record identify- 
ing your consultation with counsel. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question in respect to Helen 
Yewell. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair orders and directs you to answer the 
last question. 

Mr. SresenseraG. I thought I had respectfully declined to answer 
that question, relying upon my rights under the fifth amendment 
to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Ann Graham? 

Mr. Sresenserc. Excuse me. 

I decline to answer that question, relying upon my rights in the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Surru. The Chair now directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Srenenserc. I respectfully decline to answer relying upon my 
right to the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Mrs. Mollie Townsend ? 

Mr. Sresenserc. Excuse me a minute. 

She is a woman whom I have known for about 20 years, who is a 
fellow oflicer of mine. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not she is a member of the 
Communist Party / 

Mr. Stevenserc. I decline to answer that question, and I rely upon 
my rights in the tifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Smira. The Chair directs and orders you to answer the 
question as to whether or not Mollie Townsend is a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Stesennerc. I respectfully decline to answer that question, 
relying upon my rights in the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Siebenberg, I put it to you as a fact that in 
November 1945 you were a member of the Communist Party. I want 
you to confirm or deny that fact. 

Mr. Stresenserc. Excuse me. 

I decline to answer that question, and in doing so, I rely upon my 

rights in the fifth amendment to the ¢ Constitution. 

‘Senator Suir. The Chair now orders and direets you, Mr. Witness, 
to answer that question. 

Mr. Sresensenrc. I respectfully decline to answer the question, sir, 
and I rely upon my rights in the fifth amendment in the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. What was your job in Western Union ? 
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Mr. Sresensperc. There seems to be some dispute about that. I 
claim that my job was one of an automatic supervisor. The company, 
on the other hand, claims that my job in Western Union is automatic 
operator. So I can’t really give you the correct answer. 

Mr. Arens. Aside from terminology, what did you do? You are 
on leave now, from your testimony, to work with the ACA; is that 
correct / 

Mr. Sresenserc. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Arens. What do you do when you are with the Western Union? 

Mr. SrevenserG. I really don’t know the answer to that for the 
reason that since the merger, I have not worked in Western Union 
more than maybe a day or two in the last § years. 

Mr. Arens. What did you do when you did work in Western Union ? 

Mr, SresennerG. I supervised the rapid movement of the telegrams 
through the traftic office. 

Mr. Arens. Could you tell us a little more specifically what that 
involves ¢ 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. Incidentally, just to make the record clear, that 
was actually in Postal. 

Mr. Stenenserc. It was in the Postal Building, but it was after the 
merger of the two companies. 

Mr. Arens. You see, we are green at the actual mechanics of the 
processes within the shops, and we would like to have you explain to 
us what you do, You arrive in the morning and hang up your hat. 
Now, what do you do 4 

Mr. Sirpenserc. After assignment to a section, if there is more 
traflic on a circuit than one operator can send, request additional op- 
erators for the purpose of opening up a second channel so there will be 
no delay to the traffic. 

Likewise, if there is too much type on the receiving sides of the cir- 
cuits and there are not enough operators to thumb them down, request 
from the force chief additional operators so that messages can be ex- 
peditiously sent along. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been shop steward / 

Mr. Srenenserc. Excuse me a minute. 

I don’t think I have. I don’t know the answer. I don’t remember 
being a shop steward but I may have been. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting the intercep- 
tion of information on the lines of Western Union by members of the 
American Communications Association, which information was not 
directed to the member who intercepted the information / 

Mr. SrepenserG. I don’t know what you mean. 

Mr. Arens. Tapping, the acquiring of information in messages not 
designed for the individual who acquired it. 

Mr. Stepenserc. I don’t know what you mean. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting any incidents in 
which persons who are affiliated with the American Communications 
Association have acquired from the messages of Western Union in- 
formation to which they were not entitled ¢ 

Mr. Stepenserc. Excuse me a minute. 

Mr. Rasinowirz. I don’t know what he means. I know what he is 
trying to ask, but I am not allowed to ask the questions; he is. I know 
exactly what he is trying to ask. 
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Mr. Stesenserc. I can’t answer your question because I don’t under- 
stand your question. 

Mr. Arens. We will try it another way. Do you know of any in- 
stances in which employees of Western Union, who are affiliated with 
the American Communications Association, have taken information 
coming over the wires in messages and transmitted that information 
to persons who are not entitled to it 

Senator Smiru. To a person other than the addressee. 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Rasinowirz. To divulge the contents of a message. Intercep- 
tion does not mean anything. Every operator has to intercept a 
message. 

Mr. Sresenperc. It is against the law to divulge the message. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting the div ulgence 
of messages by any person associated with the American Communi- 
cations Association ? 

Mr. Stesenserc. I decline to answer that on the grounds that my 
rights under the fifth amendment don’t require me to answer that. 

Mr. Arens. You understand that the question does not necessarily 
mean that you did any of the divulging of the information? You un- 
derstand that? 

Mr. Sresenserc. You didn’t accuse me of that. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting that practice of 
divulging the contents of messages by other persons other than your- 
self, who are affiliated with the American Communications Associa- 
tion? 

Mr. StesenperG. Excuse me a minute. 

Mr. Rapvrnowrrz. He is asking about personal knowledge, not about 
what you read in the newspapers, I assume. 

The witness tells me that he once saw something in the newspaper 
about it. 

Mr. Arens. I would rather have the witness testify directly to the 
record and not through the counsel. 

Mr. Stenennerc. To my personal knowledge? 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting the divulging 
of messages by persons who are affiliated with the American Com- 
muncations Association ? 

Mr. Sresenserc. I decline to answer that question, and in doing so 
[ rely upon my rights to the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Samira. The Chair directs you to answer that question as 
to parties other than yourself who may have engaged in that sort of 
a practice. 

Mr. Sresenserc. I am not sure that is the same question. 

Mr. Arens. It is precisely the same idea, anyway. 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. I think you have the right to claim the privilege. 

Mr. Sresensere. I respectfully decline to answer the question, re- 
lying upon my right in the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. May I have the last question of the chairman read 
back to me? Maybe I wasn’t listening too carefully. 

(The last question of the chairman was read by the reporter.) 

Minatos Smiru. Is that all for the present ? 
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Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. I respectfully suggest to the chairman, the 
hour being 6 o’clock, that we recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning 
at this same place. 

Senator Smiru, Tomorrow morning? 

Mr, Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that this wit- 
ness be temporarily excused, but be maintained under the subpena 
subject to the call of the subcommittee. 

Senator Smirn. All right. 

(Thereupon, at 6 p. m., a recess was taken until Wednesday, June 6, 
1951, at 10 a. m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JUNE 6, 1951 


Unireo States SenatTa2, SUBCOMMITTEE TO 
INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
INTERNAL Securtry Acr ano Oruer INTERNAL 
Security Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
New York, N. Y. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to recess, in room 2840 
Federal Building, Foley Square, New York, N. Y., Hon. Willis 
Smith, presiding. 

Present: Senator Smith. 

Present also: Richard Arens, director of the subcommittee; Mitchel 
M. Carter, Donald D. Connors, Jr., and Edward R. Duffy, investi- 
gators. 

Senator Smiru. Who is the first witness / 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Dominick Panza is the first witness. 


TESTMONY OF DOMINICK ROCCO PANZA, VICE PRESIDENT, 
AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION 


Senator Smirn. Mr. Panza, will you stand up and hold up your 
right hand? 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give in this in- 
quit y by a duly constituted subcommittee of the U nited States Senate 


1all be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 


Mr. Panza. I do. 

Mr. Rarrnowirz. May the record note, just for accuracy, that I 
am here alone this morning, that Mr. Koppelman is not present. I 
do not anticipate that he will be here at all today. 

Mr. Connors. What is your full name, please? 

Mr. Panza. Dominick Rocco Panza. 

Mr. Conners. Where and when were you born? 

Mr. Panza. Where and when? I was born in New York City on 
January 7, 1907. 

Mr. Connors. What is your present position, Mr. Panza? 

Mr. Panza. I am a trade-union official. I am vice president of the 
American Communications Association. 

Mr. Connors. Is that the international vice president ? 

Mr. Panza. International vice president is correct, sir. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been affiliated with this union? 

Mr. Panza. In that capacity or in any capacity ¢ 


209 
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Mr. Connors. Let us take your whole association with the union 
and break it down in various offices. 

Mr. Panza. Well, I had been in the union since somewhere in 1937. 
I became international vice president, as I recall, in the fall of 1941. 
Prior to that, I was the executive board member of a local which is 
no longer in existence, Local 36-A. That was the number of the local. 
This 1937 date has to do with my original membership in the union. 

As to when I became executive board member, I just don’t recall 
the exact date. I was chairman of the grievance committee also at 
the same time as I was a board member. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now employed by Western Union ? 

Mr. Panza. I am on leave of absence from Western Union. 

Mr. Connors. When did you begin your employment with Western 
Union ? 

Mr. Panza. This is a little complicated. Let me try to explain 
something. Would it be all right if I went back to when I came into 
the industry because that has to do with the Postal-Western Union 
merger, you understand. 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Panza. I came to work in this industry in the Postal Telegraph 
Co. in 1925. I don’t recall, but it was in the fall again, probably 
around August—I would not remember the exact date, but it was in 
the fall of 1925. I was on a leave of absence from the Postal at the 
time the Postal Telegraph Co. merged with the Western Union. I 
think the official date of the merger of the Western Union and Postal 
was October 8, 1943. 

When the Western Union took over the Postal in this merger, they 
also took over all the people who worked for it. 

Therefore, I, as an employee of Postal on leave of absence from 
Western Union, became an employee of Western Union and I con- 
tinued on leave of absence and continued to work for the union. 

The complication is on account of the merger of the leave of absence. 
I am trying to make it as clear as I can because I think it would be 
a little different than you normally run into. I am just wondering 
now whether I answered the question, whether I gave enough 
information. 

Mr. Connors. I think we have enough on the record to show your 
background. 

Mr. Panza. All right. 

Mr. Connors. Is the office you now hold in the American Com- 
munications Association an elective office? 

Mr. Panza. It is; yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. What were your duties in Postal Telegraph and 
Western Union? 

Mr. Panza. I think I indicated that I have never worked for West- 
ern Union as such. I have never worked in their plant. I was taken 
over in the merger. In the Postal, I was what they called a—you see, 
Western Union and Postal classifications have different names. Let 
me tell you what they call an assistant teleprinter chief, a technician 
who works on printer equipment, you know, associated equipment that 
goes with the telegraph system. 

Mr. Connors. You are speaking of tel-printers? 

Mr. Panza. Yes: and other associated equipment that goes with it; 
relays, and things of that nature. 
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Mr. Connors. Do you now hold, or have you ever held, a license 
subject to the rules of the Federal Communications Commission ? 

Mr. Panza. No; I have not. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Gino Bardi? 

Mr. Panza. I never heard the name. At least, I don’t recall I ever 
heard it. It does not register at all. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Louis Budenz ? 

Mr, Panza. You mean am I personally acquainted with him? I 
have read the name. What is the question ? 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Panza. Do I personally know Louis Budenz? That is the 
question? Well, I have to refuse to answer that question. I would 
like to—— 

Mr. Connors. I think you have already answered it in the record. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. Well, just a minute. If the question has been 
answered, there is no point in refusal. I understood the witness to 
ask whether he was personally acquainted with him. He says he has 
heard the name. If that is satisfactory to counsel, I don’t think the 
witness should give any further answers. 

Mr. Connors. What does the record show as the answer to that 
question ¢ 

(The record was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. If that is a satisfactory answer, then maybe we 
ought to have another question. If it is not, then the witness can 
proceed to read his statement. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been in the home of Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Panza. I refuse to answer that question because, under the pro- 
visions of the fifth amendment to the Constitution, you may not be 
compelled to testify against yourself. 

This committee has, as its alleged purpose, the investigation of ac- 
tivities popularly called “subversive.” and within the scope of statutes 
such as the MeCarran law, the Smith Act, the Taft-Hartley law, and 
similar legislation. 

I do not believe there is any mystery about the purpose of these inves- 
tigations. Indeed, a representative of this committee told one of the 
witnesses here under subpena that the committee was examining 
charges that our union was Communist-dominated, and an attorney 
for the committee told our counsel that the union and its leaders were 
alleged to be subversive, and that that was the subject matter of this 
inquiry. 

Historically, the privilege under the fifth amendment I am claiming 
is intended as a protection to the innocent. So I must refuse to an- 
swer these questions under consideration, and all others which might 
lay the ground work for that type of prosecution which the Consti- 
tution forbids. 

Mr. Connors. You are reading from a prepared statement ? 

Mr. Panza. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Connors. And the statement was prepared by you and other 
union officials ¢ 

Mr. Panza. Yes. I recall, I think, all the other union officials who 
may have been subpenaed here. 

Mr. Connors. And between you, you made up the statement ? 

Mr. Panza. That is correct, sir. 
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Senator Smrrx. The Chair directs you, Mr. Panza, to answer the 
question that was asked you before you read the prepared statement. 

Mr. Panza. I am sorry, sir; I dec line on the same basis. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer on the basis of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrn. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Panza. I am sorry; I decline on the same basis. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Helen Yewell? 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the same basis. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Panza. I am sorry, I have to decline on the same basis. 

Senator Smrru. You regard that, if you answer that question, that 
it would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Panza. Well, I have to decline to answer that question, too, 
sir, on the same basis. 

Mr. Connors. Were you a supporter of Henry Wallace in the last 
presidential election ? 

Mr. Rarrnowrrz. I don’t think that that is privileged. 

Mr. Panza. The question is, Was I supporter of Henry Wallace? 
The answer is “Yes, I was.” 

Mr. Connors. Did you discuss with any members of the Communist 
Party the Wallace platform or the Wallace campaign ? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I think that that is privileged. 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer that question on the basis of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you and orders you to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Panza. I am sorry, sir, I have to decline on the same basis. 

Mr. Connors. Is it not a fact that you supported Mr. Wallace 
because that was the Communist Party line rather than because of 
any independent convictions you arrived at ? 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer that question on the basis of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

‘Senator Smrriu. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Panza. I decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Ann Graham? 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer that question on the same basis as 
the others. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair directs vou to answer that question. 

Mr. Panza. I am sorry, sir, I decline for the same reason. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Joseph Selly ? 

Mr. Panza. Yes, 1 am. 

Mr. Connors. To your knowledge, is Joseph Selly a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the basis of 
my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Panza. I am sorry. sir, I decline to answer. 

Senator Smarrn. Why do you decline to answer that question ? 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer your question on the same basis. 

Senator Smirn. Why do you decline, what is the reason for your 
declining to testify with respect to Joseph Selly ? 
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Mr, Panza. I have declined to answer your question on the same 
basis—the privilege that I have, the rights that I have. 

Senator Smrrn. What privilege do you think extends to you to 
testify about Joseph Selly ¢ 

Mr. Panza. Well, the fifth amendment says I have the right not 
to testify against myself. 

Senator Smrru. Do you regard testifying against Joseph Selly as 
testifying against yourself? 

Mr. Panza. I have to decline to answer that question, sir, on 
the same basis of the rights that I have under the fifth amendment 
to the Constitution. 

Senator Smiru. So that you admit, then, testifying against Joseph 
Selly would be testifying against yourself ? 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the same basis. 

Mr. Connors. Will you recite the organizations to which you 
belong ? 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer that question on the same basis as 
the others. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Panz. I am sorry, sir, I decline to answer on the same basis. 

Senator Smiru. You decline to answer as to all organizations you 
belong to? 

Mr. ee ae Is there a question now? The question asked by 
counsel was: Will you name all the organizations, that you belong 
to? The mihianies declined to answer that. I am not sure whether 
the Senator is rephrasing that question or asking another one. It is 
a bit confusing to me. 

Senator Smiru. I was trying to see if he meant by that answer to 
fail to answer as to all organizations, In other words, I was trying 
to see whether he belonged | to any innocent organization or not. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. To any what we called yesterday nonsensitive 
organizations ¢ 

Senator Smrru. Maybe that is what you call them. I am not 
familiar with that term. 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. I made it up yesterday. It sounds pretty good. 
If that is the question, maybe the witness can answer whether he 
belongs to any nonsensitive organizations. 

Mr, Panza. Shall I go ahead? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. Yes. 

Mr. Panza. The question is: Do I belong to any nonsensitive 
organizations ? 

Senator Smiru. That is the way your counsel framed it. I said 
any other organizations. 

Mr. Panza. Well, I am a member of my union. I am a registered 
voter in the American Labor Party, but I don’t know whether that 
makes me a member of the American Labor Party. That is it. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been a registered member of the 
American Labor Party? 

Mr. Panza. I didn’t say I was a registered member. I said I was 
a registered voter. I don’t know w hether that makes me a member. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been a registered voter of the 
American Labor Party? 

Mr, Panza. That would be strictly a guess, I don’t know. Maybe 
6 years. 
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Connors. I put it to you as a fact that you are or have been 
a et of the Communist Party, and I want you to comment on 
that, either confirm it or deny it. 

Mr. Panza. The question is, am I a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Connors. The question is for you to comment on that fact. 

Mr. Panza. What fact? 

Mr. Connors. That you are or have been a member of the Commu- 
nist Party. 

Mr. Panza. I don’t know if it is a question, but I refuse to answer 
that question on the basis of my right under the fifth amendment. 

Senator SmirH. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr, Panza. I am sorry, sir; I decline on the same basis. 

Senator Smirn. I believe you told us that you and others who have 
been examined in this inquiry got together and framed the statement 
which you read at the beginning of this i inquiry. 

Mr. Panza. That is correct, sir. 

Senator SmMirH. Who was in that group? 

Mr. Panza. Well, there was myself, counsel, Mr. Rabinowitz here, 
Mr. Selly, Mr. Kehoe, Mr. Siebenberg, Mr. Wieners, Mr. Doumar, and 
Mrs. Townsend, I believe. 

Senator SmirH. Where were you? 

Mr. Panza. At the union office ¢ 

Senator Smiru. Where ? 

Mr. Panza. In the union office. 

Mr. Rasrnowitz. May I refresh the witness’ recollection as to one 
person who was present? I do not insist on it, it is just that I think 
he has omitted one name and it is to complete the record. 


Wasn’t Mr. Leonard Boudin also —— 


Mr. Panza. That is correct. Mr. Leonard Boudin, another lawyer, 
and I believe he is associate counsel here. 

Senator SmirH. And when was that? 

Mr. Panza. It was a day last week. I am not sure what day. 

Senator Smrru. Who called the meeting to order, who called you 
together ? 

Mr. Panza. Well, it took place in the national office. I assume it 
was called by President Selly, I would assume. 

Senator Smiru. President Selly? 

Mr, Panza. I would assume so. 

Senator Smirn. Is that whom you received your notice from? 

Mr. Panza. Yes. I believe I got verbal notice that there was a 
staff meeting coming up in the morning. I am trying to think of one 
date now. You see, I received my subpena only last week, and I 
don’t remember the date. 

Senator Smrrn. The last meeting took place after you received your 
subpena ? 

Mr. Panza. That is right, sir. 

Senator Smirn. And what was the object that vou had in partici- 
pating in that meeting ? 

Mr. Panza. My own object? 

Senator Smrrn. Yes. 

Mr. Panza. Well, I was concerned about myself, learning what my 
rights would be. 
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Senator Smarn. Was there any discussion among the group present 
about each wane concerned about his own situation 

Mr. Panza. No; we just had a general discussion around this kind 
of a hihanianh. 

Senator Smiru. Did they have the same objective and, to present it 
in your words, to protect your own rights, is that it ¢ 

Mr. Panza. I would say that was generally what the discussion was 
about. 

Senator Smirn. In other words, each of you wished to know what 
the other was going to say before you came up to this inquiry ? 

Mr. Panza. No: that is not what Lam s aying. We had a discussion 
around this statement. This statement deals with the rights that I 
have under the Constitution, and it deals with the purposes of this 
investigation as it was told us. 

Senator Smirn. By whom? 

Mr. Panza. On two different occasions. 

Senator Smrru. Told to you by whom ? 

Mr. Panza. You will note here in part this statement says that 
“indeed a representative of this committee told one of the witnesses 
here under subpena that the committee was examining charges that 
our union was communistic.” 

Senator Smirn. No member of the staff of this committee met with 
you, did they ? 

Mr. Panza. Just a moment, please. I just want to read this part and 
comment on it myself. The representative of this committee is Mr. 
Connors. Mr. Connors served a subpena on Mr. Kehoe of my organi- 
zation, and I was present at the time. 

In the course of serving the subpena, Mr. Kehoe said to Mr. Con- 
ners, “May I ask what this matter is about ?” 

He said, “Yes; it has been charged that your organization is C om- 
munist-dominated, and this committee is inquiring into that matter.’ 

I think Mr. Kehoe asked if they were public hearings, and Mr. 
Connors said they were not. Mr. Kehoe said, “They are what. they 
call executive sessions ?” 

Mr. Connors said, “Yes.” 

I was there at the time. The other part talks about an attorney 
for the committee told our counsel that the union leaders were alleged 
to be subversive, and that was the subject matter of this inquiry. 
That information was told to me by Mr. Rabinowitz. I don’t know 
what conversation he had, but he did say it was an attorney for the 
committee. 

Senator Smirn. Then, at your meeting, it was agreed that all of 
you should use this statement when questioned here / 

Mr. Panza. That we should all use it? 

a itor Smiru. Is that the statement that was prepared for the 
use by those present when you were called before this committee 4 

Mr. Panza. That was the statement prepared ; yes, sir. 

Senator Smirn. And it was agreed that that was the statement 
that all of you would use? 

Mr. Panza. I was given a copy of it and I am using it. 

Senator Smiru. Who gave you the copy ? 

Mr. Panza. Well, I got it from the office typist, myself. She typed 
up some copies. 
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Senator Smiru. Do you know whether or not the other witnesses 
have used that same statement ? 

Mr. Panza. I don’t know; no, sir. 

Senator Smira. Were you not told that last night ? 

Mr. Panza. No; I didn’t discuss it. I was over here yesterday 
afternoon. Mr. Selly was the only person who testified yesterday who 

‘ame down to the office and said that Mr. Siebenberg and myself were 
to come over here. I left and I was out here until sometime after 5. 
One of the gentlemen, I think Mr. Carter, came out and said, “We 
are just going to go on with one more tonight, Mr. Siebenberg, and 
you will be back in the morning, Mr. Panza.” 

There was some conversation like that, and I left. 

Senator Smiru. Did Mr. Selly tell you he used that statement ? 

Mr. Panza. I didn’t discuss it. 

Senator Smiru. Did he tell you you should use it ? 

Mr. Panza. No; I had this statement prepared. 

Senator Smiru. Who told you you should use that statement ? 

Mr. Panza. | discussed this statement with other people who were 
around, and counsel, because 1 wanted to know from counsel what my 
rights were. 

Senator SmirH. What other people did you discuss it with ¢ 

Mr. Panza. I mentioned the names of the other people at the meet- 
ing. I didn’t discuss it with them. I said there was a general discus- 
sion around the contents of this statement. I was concerned about 
what rights I have, what legal rights I have. I am informed by my 
counsel that I have these rights as they are set forth here under the 
Constitution. 

Senator Smirn. And as a result of that conversation, you used this 
statement ¢ 

Mr. Panza. That is right, sir. 

Senator Smrrx. Do you know whether or not any of the other men 
or women present at that meeting have a similar copy? 

Mr. Panza. I believe everyone had a copy made available to them. 

Senator Smiru. Proceed. 

Mr. Panza. I mean, it was made available. I don’t know whether 
they took it or not. 1 took my copy. 

Senator Smiru. The one that you used just now / 

Mr. Panza. Yes, this one here. But I dont’ know whether every- 
one took a copy. 1 know it was made available. I got my copy and 
I assume that anybody else, if they wanted a copy, got one. 

Mr. Connors. As a matter of fact, Mr. Panza, this is not the first 
time that charges have been made that your union is communist in- 
filtrated; is that correct ¢ 

Senator Smiru. I think it would be a good idea for Mr. Rabinowitz’ 
statement to be made on the record. 

Mr. Raprnowirz. When I am so advised, I will make the statement 
for the record. In this case, I do not believe that the question is a 
privileged one. 

Mr. Panza. That charges have been made before? 

Mr. Connors. As a matter of fact, your union has been expelled 
from the CLO, has it not ¢ 

Mr. Panza. It has; yes. 

Mr. Connors. What were the reasons given for this expulsion ? 
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Mr. Panza. I believe that was the reason given, that they contended 
that we were a Communist-dominated organization. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have a hearing in connection with this ex- 
pulsion ¢ 

Mr. Panza. Yes, there was a hearing before the CLO committee. 

Mr. Connors. And you had an opportunity to defend yourself‘ I 
am speaking now of the union. 

Mr. Panza. That is correct, sir. 

Mr, Connors. When was that meeting ¢ 

Mr. Panza. I don’t remember the exact date. 

Mr. Connors. Approximately when? Was it in April 1950? 

Mr. Panza. It was a humid day. I think it was in the spring of 
1950. ‘That is correct, sir, somewhere around the spring. I wouldn't 
say it was April, but somewhere in there. 

Mr. Connors. In 1950? 

Mr. Panza. I think so. 

Mr. Connors. Where was the hearing held ‘ 

Mr. Panza. It was held in the CIO national headquarters office 
building. I think that would be the proper description of it. 

Mr. Connors. In what city ¢ 

Mr. Panza. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Connors. Who was present at this meeting! Let us take the 
union members first. 

Mr. Panza. Union members? -Let me think. I don’t think I will 
be able to answer completely. I can remember the officials—Mr. Selly, 
Mr. Kehoe, and myself. I am thinking now of national officers, 
Mr. Siebenberg, from local 40, Mr. Wieners, Mr. Doumar, and Mrs. 
‘Townsend. ‘There were some other LEB members. I believe Mr. 
Grumman and Mr. Bender were there. I think that is the way. I 
am not quite sure. Mr. Bender and Mr. Lehanan, I think, were there. 
There were some other people from some locals, but I don’t either 
recall their names or recall the people. I might not have known their 
names. There were a few more people than that. 

Mr. Rasinowirz. There is one party that you apparently missed. 
I was there. 

Mr. Connors. Who was there from the CIO at the hearing? 

Mr. Panza. There was a committee composed of so-called trial com- 
mittee members, I believe. I believe the chairman was Mr. David 
MeDonald. The other members of the committee were Mr. Sayre and 
Mr. Froesch. They composed the so-called trial committee. 

Mr. Connors. Who was the charging party, the person who brought 
the allegations / 

Mr. Panza. I would assume it was the CIO. But if the question 
means something, I assume I don’t understand the question. The 
charges, I would assume, were made by the CIO as an organization. 
I don’t really know. 

Senator Smirn. Were they made in writing ? 

Mr. Panza. I don’t recall. ‘There was verbal testimony at the hear- 
ing. Now, as to whether the charges were at any time submitted in 
written form, I am not sure of that. 

Senator Smrra. Was not your union advised ahead of time in writ- 
ing as to what the charges were? 

Mr. Panza. Yes, that a hearing was being called for that purpose. 
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Senator Smirn. So that when you went there, to that hearing, you 
and Mr. Selly, and the others, knew what the purpose of the meeting 
was and what the specific charges were, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Panza. Well, 1 don’t know whether we knew what the specific 
purpose of the charges were. I can’t answer that. 

Senator Sara. You mean you do not know whether or not, when 
you went there, you knew what you were going about, what the charges 
were / 

Mr. Panza. You see, I don’t recall whether, in the notice of the 
meeting, it outlined the charges. That is my problem, you see. I don’t 
recall. 

Sentor SmirH. Do you have a copy of that notice? 

Mr. Panza. No notice was sent to me. If such a notice was sent, 
I would assume that it would be sent to the president of the organi- 
zation. That would be Mr. Selly. 

Sentor Smrru. Do you say there was or was not a notice sent ? 

Mr. Panza. I say we were given notice that a hearing was being 
called. I do not know whether that notice contained the purpose of 
the hearings, or the charges. I do know that we were given this on a 
given date. The hearing was being called by the CLO, I would as- 
sume, pursuant to some authority they had from somewhere. I don’t 
know whether the notice spelled out the charges or purposes. I just 
don’t know. I don’t recall. 

I know we got a notice in some form. We must have gotten a notice 
that a hearing was being called because we went to a hearing. But I 
do not know. Maybe I knew at one time, but I certainly do not know 
at all whether such a notice contained the specific purpose and charges 
that might be made at the hearing, or what the purpose of the hearing 
was. 

Senator Smrrx. You will excuse me for just a minute. 

Mr. Connors. Are ‘you acquainted with William Steinberg? 

Mr. Raptnowrrz. May I note there there is no committee present ? 
I have no objection to going ahead if you want to. 

Well, it is perfectly all right for you to go ahead. T would just 
like to note for the record that the one-man committee has just left. 
If you want to proceed, I have no objection to doing so. 

Mr. Connors. Will you answer the question, please ? 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. I think you have the right to claim the privilege. 

Mr. Panza. I decline to answer on the basis of my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. We will pause for just a minute. 

Senator SmiruH. All right. 

Mr. Connors. .Senator, I just asked the witness if he knew William 
Steinberg, and he invoked his privilege. I respectfully suggest that 
the Chair might wish to direct him to answer that question. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you to answer the question, as 
to whether or not you know William Steinberg. 

Mr. Panza. I have since consulted with counsel, Senator, and I 
wish to answer that I do. 

Senator Smirn. You do know him? 

Mr. Panza. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Was Mr. William Steinberg the charging party in 
connection with the allegations made against your union in the CIO 
hearing ? 
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Mr. Panza. He functioned in a capacity of sort of a prosecutor, 
I guess you would call it. I think that might be the answer to the 
question, it probably is, if I remember his role properly. 

Mr. Connors. To the best of your knowledge, he was a quasi- 
prosecutor ¢ 

Mr. Panza. I guess so, he was something like that. 

Mr. Connors. Is he a former member of ACA ¢ 

Mr, Panza. Yes: he is a former ACA member. 

Mr. Connors. How long was he aflihated with the union, to your 
best knowledge ? 

Mr. Panza. You mean over all? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Panza. I don’t think I could answer that question honestly, 
because I don’t recall when he came into the union or how far back 
he goes. 

Mr. Connors. Has he been in the union since your time ? 

Mr. Panza, He was a member of my union since I have been with 
the union; ves. You see, he was in a diffe ‘rent department than mine 
entirely. He was in the marine division. I had no connection with 
it at all in any direct sense. 

Mr. Connors. Then the substance of your testimony is that Mr. 
William Steinberg was a former member of the American Communi- 

cations Association, and when the CIO brought charges against the 

shane sta Communications Association, that that union was Com- 
munist-infiltrated or Communist-dominated, Mr. Steinberg was the 
prosecutor ¢ 

Mr. Panza. Yes. He had some of a role that would be equivalent, 
I would say, to the prosecutor’s role. The rest of your statement is 
accurate, so far as I can recall, 

Mr. Connors. And did Mr. Steinberg make these charges from his 
personal knowledge of the union and union officers ? 

Mr. Panza. I don’t know. I would have to look back into what 
was said at that trial and remember everything that was said. You 
see, here is the problem : Mr. Steinberg acted in some sort of a prose- 
cutor’s role. he himself, at least while I was there. I don’t recall that 
he testified on the thing. Therefore, acting as a prosecutor, what 
he did was ask questions of people, questions which witnesses may 
or may not have answered. I don’t recall. But I don’t recall that 
he himself testified. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Steinberg is no longer associated with the Ameri- 
can Communications Association, is he? 

Mr. Panza. No; he is not, to my knowledge. 

Mr. Connors. Did he leave prior to the time the CIO brought the 
charges / 

Mr. Panza. Yes, I believe he did. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Steinberg 
just about the time he left, say, within a month of the time he left 
the union / 

Mr. Panza. Myself? Let me think. You see, that has to do with 
when he left. I can’t remember even when that was. You see, Mr. 
Steinberg, when he left our organization, if I recall correctly, held 
some official position in the marine division of our union. If he held 
a position in the marine division or in any section of our union at 
the time he left, he may or may not have carried on a conversation 
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with me a month or so, or any time up to the time he left. I just 
wouldn’t know. I honestly wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Rasrtnowrrz. If I may prod the witness a little, was he in the 
marine division or was he in airlines? 

Mr. Panza. I believe he was in the marine division at the time he 
left. 

Mr. Connors. You mentioned an attorney a moment ago by the 
name of Boudin. 

Mr. Panza. Leonard Boudin, B-o-u-d-i-n. 

Mr. Connors. That is the correct spelling, is it not? 

Mr. Panza. I think so; yes. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Is this man, Leonard Boudin, married to Judith 
Coplon ? 

Mr. Panza. I know Leonard Boudin is a member of our law firm, 
but I don’t know his wife’s name. I know his wife, but I don’t know 
what her name is. I have seen here once or twice. 

Mr. Connors. When I speak of Judith Coplon, I am talking about 
the girl who was arrested and tried for violation of the espionage 
statute. You have read of that affair; is that correct? I am asking 
you now if you have any knowledge of the Judith Coplon trial. 

Mr. Panza. Well, all I know about the trial is that it was in the 
newspapers; yes, if that is what you mean. 

Mr. Connors. All right. 

Now I am asking you again: did you know whether or not this 
Leonard Boudin is married to that girl, Judith Coplon? 

Mr. Panza. I don’t believe he is. I mean, I think I know his wife, 
and I don’t think it is the same person. I don’t know the other 
person, but I don’t know anything about his personal life. 

Mr. Connors. Does Leonard Boudin have a son? 

Mr. Panza. I don’t know. 

Senator Smiru. Did you attend the Judith Coplon trial ? 

Mr. Panza. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Smiru. You were not there at all during the trial? 

Mr. Panza. No. 

Senator Smirn. All right. 

Mr. Connors. That is all. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Panza, you understand that you will still be 
under subpena and subject to the committee’s call. We will, of course, 
attempt to notify you in ample time, and your counsel, as to when 
you will be recalled. In the meantime, you understand that this is 
what is known as an executive session. You are not to discuss with 
anyone what has taken place in here, or discuss your testimony with 
anyone else. 

Mr. Panza. All right. I understand that; yes, sir. 

Senator Smiru. In other words, of course, that is as much for the 
protection of the people that we examine here as it is for the cause 
or the reason of the whole inquiry. 

Mr. Panza. All right, sir: I quite understand. 

Senator Smirx. You understand that somebody may recognize 
you, such as these newsboys, as they did yesterday. They recognized 
two of the people, and they told me that they recognized them up 
here. I, of course, neither confirmed nor denied the statement. 
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Mr. Panza. I sat outside here and there were a couple of gentle- 
men. I don’t know who they were, but I saw them grab a person 
coming out of the hearing and call them by name. 

But this person said, “Sorry, you will have to ask the committee. 
That is all.” 

Senator Smirn. Who is your next witness ? 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Townsend. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. MOLLIE TOWNSEND, RECORDING SECRETARY, 
AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION 


Senator Smiru. Mrs. Townsend, will you stand and hold your right 
hand up, please 4 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony and evidence you shall 
give in this inquiry before a duly constituted subcommittee of the 
United States Senate shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mrs. Townsenp. I do. 

Mr. Connors. Where were you born, Mrs. Townsend ? 

Mrs. Townsenv. I was born in Ireland. 

Mr. Connors. When did you come to this country ¢ 

Mrs. Townsenp. I think it was about 1910, I believe. I am not 
quite sure of the year. 

Mr. Connors. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

Mrs. Townsenp. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. How did you obtain that citizenship ? 

Mrs. Townsenp. By marriage. 

Mr. Connors. What is your present position, Mrs. Townsend ? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I am recording and corresponding secretary of 
local 40, ACA. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been with ACA ? 

Mrs. TowNsenn. Quite a good many years. 

you mean working on the payroll or with the union? 

Connors. Let us say with the union. 

ek: Townsenp. I have been a member of the union ever since it 
started, I believe. 

Mr. Connors. When was that ? 

Mrs. Townsenp. Maybe in 1936 or something like that. 

Mr. Connors. And how long have you been a full-time employee of 
the union; that is to say, on the union payroll? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I think it would be about 10 years. I am not sure 
exactly because sometimes I went on the union payroll and went back 
into the shop. I imagine it is about 10 years. 

Mr. Connors. Prior to your full-time employment with the union, 
where were you employed ? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I was employed in the Postal Telegraph Co., 20 
Broad Street. 

Mr. Connors. What were your duties? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I was an automatic operator. 

Mr. Connors. Can you very briefly explain what an automatic op- 
erator does ¢ 
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Mrs. ‘Townsenp. Yes. An automatic operator sends telegrams on 
a Mux machine. It is an electrical typewriter, and transmits the tele- 
grams and receives them over these machines. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now a member of the Communist Party, 
Mrs. Townsend ? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I refuse to answer that question because I claim 
my privilege under the fifth amendment, which provides that I do 
not have to testify against myself. 

I understand the purpose of this committee is to investigate so-called 
subversive activities, and I also have been told that, I believe my coun- 
sel was told by counsel for this committee, there were claims that our 
union was Communist-dominated, and the committee was investigat- 
ing that, also. 

I think one of the gentlemen representatives of this committee 
served a subpena on one of our people, advised that person that this 
committee was investigating charges that the leadership of our union 
was subversive. I understi and that the purpose of the fifth amendment 
is to protect the innocent. I am claiming my privilege to refuse to 
answer the question, which I just refused, under that amendment, or 
any other questions of that type which would lay the ground work 
for prosecution, I imagine, under such acts as the McCarran Act, the 
Smith Act, and so forth. 

Senator Smira. The chair directs you to answer the question, Mrs. 
Townsend. 

Mrs. Townsenp. I respectfully refuse to answer the question, claim- 
ing my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Alexander Bittleman? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I refuse to answer that question under the same 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question, 

Mrs. Townsenp. I still refuse, respectfully, to answer the question 
for the same reasons as previously stated. 1 don’t know whether you 
want me to keep stating my reason fully all the time. I want to be 
careful to make the proper record. 

Mr. Connors. I think we should put into the record at this time the 
statement that the records of the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee reflect that, according to the Daily Worker of January 30, 1948, 
one Mollie Townsend spoke with Alexander Bittleman, a Communist, 
at a meeting to protest the arms embargo to Palestine. 

Senator Smiru. In the face of that statement, do you still wish to 
refuse to answer as to whether you know this man ¢ 

Mrs. TownseEnp. I still refuse to answer. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been a member of the Jefferson Club 
of the Communist Party in New York City / 

Mrs. Townsenp. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mrs. Townsenp. I still refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Were you, in 1944, a delegate to the Communist Party 
National Convention in New York City ? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I refuse to answer that question also on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirit. The witness is directed to answer that question. 

Mrs. Townsenp. I still refuse, most respectfully. 
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Mr. Connors. In 1948, did you speak at a meeting of an organiza- 
tion called Jewish Life? 

Mrs. 'TownseNb. Do you have the list there / 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. On the record, I will advise the witness that if she 
has ever heard of the organization, and if she feels that an answer 
might tend to incriminate her, she has the right to claim the privilege. 
If she has never heard of the organization, I think she should so state. 

Mrs. Townsenp. It doesn’t ring a bell in my memory, but it is pos- 
sible that I heard of it, and have forgotten it. So I believe I will re- 
fuse to answer that one on the grounds of the fifth amendment because, 
while I don’t remember the organization, it is possible that IL had 
heard of it but have forgotten about it. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair now directs you to answer whether or 
not, on February 1, 1948, you spoke at a meeting of an organization 
called Jewish Life? 

Mrs. ‘Townsenp. Excuse me, I will consult my counsel. I still 
refuse to answer that one on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Helen Yewell ? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I refuse to answer that one on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. Why do you refuse to answer that question, Mrs. 
Townsend ¢ 

Mrs. Townsenp. Well, I must also refuse to answer why for the 
same reason—also on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrx. I now direct you to answer the question. 

Mrs. TTownsenp. I respect fully refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Townsend, have you ever attended Communist 
Party meetings in the home of Ruth Blatt ¢ 

Mrs. Townsenp. I refuse to answer that question also on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mrs. Townsenv. And I refuse, respectfully. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever attended Communist Party meetings 
in the home of Mr. Kehoe? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I refuse to answer that question also on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mrs. Townsenv. And I again refuse, respectfully. 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. ‘Townsend, did you attend the New York State 
convention of the Communist Party in November 1939? 

Mrs. Townsenp. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mrs. Townsenv. And again I must refuse to answer. 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Townsend, who recruited you into the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mrs. Townsenv. I would like to consult my counsel on this question. 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. You have the right to claim the privilege. 

Mrs. Townsenp. All right. I refuse to answer that question. 

Senator Smrru. And the witness is directed and ordered to answer 
that question. 

Mrs. Townsenp. [still refuse. I claim my privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 
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Senator Smrru. Mrs. Townsend, you understood that this is an 
executive session ? 

Mrs. TownsEnp. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. And that while someone might recognize you out 
there, as they did yesterday, I understand, what takes place here for 
the present is supposed to be in an executive session. 

Mrs. TownsEnp. All right. 

Mr. Ranrvowrrz. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN J. WIENERS, CHAIRMAN, LOCAL 40, AMERICAN 
COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION 


Senator Smrru. Mr. Wieners, will you stand and hold up your 
right hand ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give in this 
inquiry being conducted by a duly constituted subcommittee of the 
United States Senate shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wreners. I do. 

Mr. Connors. Will you state your full name? 

Mr. Wrieners. John J. Wieners. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Wieners? 

Mr. Wreners. I was born in New York City on March 8, 1905. 

Mr. Connors. What is your position at this time ? 

Mr. Wreners. Chairman of local 40. 

Mr. Connors. Of what union? 

Mr. Wieners. ACA. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been a union official in ACA? 

Mr. Wreners. Well, do you mean my present position ? 

Mr. Connors. No; how long have you been affiliated with the union 
as a full-time official ? 

Mr. Wreners. September of 1944. 

Mr. Connors. And what was your employment prior to that time? 

Mr. Wieners. In the Western Union Telegraph Co. 

Mr. Connors. What did you do in Western Union ? 

Mr. Wreners. I was what is known as an assistant teleprinter chief. 

Mr. Connors. Can you very briefly describe your duties ? 

Mr. Wieners. Yes. It isthe1 egulating and the setting of telegraph 
equipment and circuits. 

Mr. Connors. And how long were you employed by Western Union? 

Mr. Wienrrs. I have been employed by Western Union since Sep- 
tember of 1920. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now on a leave of absence from Western 
Union for union work ? 

Mr. Wieners. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever used any other name except John J. 
Wieners ? 

Mr. Wieners. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Wieners, have you signed a statement, in 1949, 
opposing the North Atlantic Pact? 

Mr. Wieners. I wish to claim my privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Senator Smiru. Do you mean the privilege of not testifying against 
yourself ? 

Mr. Wreners. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Smiru. And you consider an answer to that question would 
be testifying against yourself 

Mr. Wienenrs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair now directs you to answer the question 
which has been — you by counsel, 

Mr. Wieners. I decline to answer on the grounds that I am privi- 
leged to refuse to answer the question under the fifth amendment. 

“Mr. Connors. I think the record should show that, according to 
records of the House Un-American Activities Committee, the Daily 
Worker for April 14, 1949, reported that one John J. Wieners was 
the signer of the statement opposing the North Atlantic Pact. Do 
you have any comment to make on the statement ? 

Mr. Wieners. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Did you sign a statement opposing the “attack and 
Red baiting of the C ommunist Party,” which statement was released 
by the C ivil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Wieners. I don’t know what you are referring to. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever signed a statement on and in behalf 
of the Civil Rights Congress? 

Mr. Wieners. My answer is the same as it was to the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Connors. Do you want to put it on the record a little more 
fully ? 

Mr. Wreners. I reserve the privilege of refusing to answer the 
question under the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair now directs you to answer the question 
asked. 

Mr. Wreners. I respectfully refuse to answer the question on the 
same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Let the record show that the records of the House 
Un-American Activities Committee reflect. that John J. Wieners, 
chairman, local 40, American Communications Association, New York, 
was one of the signers of a statement opposing “Red-baiting and at- 
tacks on Communists,” which was released by the Civil Rights Con- 
gress as shown by the May 25, 1947, issue of the Daily Worker. Do 
you have any comment to make ? 

Mr. Wreners. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wieners. I refuse to answer that question, and I wish to exer- 
cise my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirg. The Chair now directs and orders you to answer 
the inquiry. 

Mr. Wieners. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
I wish to exercise my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been solicited for membership in the 
Communist Party’ Has any one ever asked you to join the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Wieners. My answer is the same as the previous answer. 

Senator Smrra. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wieners. I respectfully decline to answer the question, and 
wish to exercise my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Do you feel that an answer to that question might in- 
criminate you ¢ 





226 SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 


Mr. Ranrnowrrz. I think you should answer his next question as to 
whether you think an answer would or would not. The witness is 
claiming the privilege. I am not sure he understands. 

Mr. Connors. I say, Do you think an answer to that last question 
which was asked would incriminate you ? 

Mr. Wieners. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. To what organizations do you belong? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I would like, on the record, to advise the witness 
that he has the privilege of refusing to answer this question, unless 
the question is confined to what we have been calling here nonsensitive 
organizations, but, so that the witness may understand fully, it refers 
to organizations which are not commonly reputed to be subversive 
and which are not on the Attorney General’s list, and which are not, 
as a matter of public gossip and rumor, considered to be subversive. 

Is the question a broad one or a narrow one ¢ 

Mr. Connors. The question calls for an answer as to those organi- 
zations to which the witness belongs. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. All right. Then, I think I should advise the 
witness that he has a right to claim the privilege as to the question in 
its present form. 

Mr. Wrieners. I decline to answer the question and wish to exercise 
my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer the question, Mr. 
Wieners. 

Mr. Wrieners. I respectfully decline to answer and wish to exercise 
my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever marched in a May Day parade spon- 
sored by the Communist P arty ¢ 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. You have the right to claim the privilege. 

Mr. Wreners. My answer would be the same as to the former ques- 
tion. I wish to exercise my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Wreners. I respectfully dec line to answer the question, and 
I wish to exercise my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Helen Yewell ? 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. You have the right to claim the privilege on that, 
if you wish. 

Mr. Wreners. I decline to answer the question, and wish to exercise 
my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirx. Why do you decline to answer that question, your 
acquaintanceship with : third party? 

Mr. Wreners. Well, I don’t think that I have to answer that ques- 
tion. 

Senator Smiru. Are you trying to protect the third party? 

Mr. Wreners. No. No; under the fifth amendment, I am allowed 
to exercise the privilege to protect myself only. 

Senator Smiru. So that you feel the acquaintance with her would 
tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. You can claim the privilege on that. 

Mr. Wreners. I think, sir, that I don’t have to give the reason. 

Senator Smirnu. Do you have a reason ¢ 

Mr. Wienerrs. I decline to answer on the grounds that I wish to 
exercise My priv rilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Are you married ? 

Mr. Wreners. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Connors. Do you have any children? 

Mr. Wienrrs. Two children. 

Mr. Connors. In the event of a war between this country and the 
Soviet Union, where would your sympathies lie ? 

Mr. Wieners. In the case of a war that this country might engage 
in with any country, my sympathies would lie with the country of 
my birth, 

Mr. Connors. That is the United States? 

Mr. Wreners. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. To the best of your knowledge, is the Communist 
Party an agent of the Soviet Government ? 

Mr. Rastyowrrz. You can claim the privilege. 

Mr. Wieners. I wish to claim the priv lege of refusing to answer, 
the privilege under the fifth amendment, and refuse to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Carrer. Mr. Chairman, I would like to comment that the rec- 
ord would show here that, in claiming the privilege, the answers of the 
witness are fundamentally the answers of counsel. 

Mr. Ravinowrrz. I would like the record to show that on at least 
one occasion today, I have advised the witness that he could claim 
the privilege and he chose not to do it. That was in connection with 
the very first question on which the witness turned to me for advice. 
That was on the matter of the use of another name. That seems to me 
an indication of the fact that the witness is using his own judgment. 

Senator Smiru. The record might show, on the question of whether 
or not the witness used any other name, that the witness turned to 
counsel and the counsel assented to him answering the question. 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. I think not. You couldn't hear what I said. 
What I said was that I thought the privilege could be asserted if the 
witness wished to do so. 

ator Smiru. And then on another series of two questions, as 
to whether or not the witness was married and whether or not he 
had children, he turned to counsel to see whether or not he should 
answer those questions, and then answered them. 

Mr. Rawrvowirz. Counsel said nothing, though, and just shrugged 
his shoulders and smiled. 

Mr. Wreners. I am not a lawyer, Senator, and I must rely upon 
counsel for legal advice. Whatever answers I give are my own 
answers and not counsel’s answers. 

Mr. Carrer. My point in raising the question here simply is the 
fact that anyone observing the proceedings here would note that 
counsel dominates the witness in every answer which is made. 

Mr. Rawinowrrz. Well, I don’t believe that that is true. 

Senator Smrrn. I think it has been demonstrated that most of the 
answers given of this witness, and all other witnesses we have inquired 
of, have been substantially the answers of counsel. 

Mr. Raninowrrz. That is by no means true. The last witness, 
Mr. Panza— 

Senator Smrru. Suppose, Mr. Rabinowitz, you take a seat over in 
the far corner and we will let the witness answer these questions 
without your prompting. Anything you say from now on is going 
to be on the record and open. 

Mr. Rasinowirz. I don’t think that this is a proper procedure, but 
IT am perfectly willing to do so. I think the record ought to show 
that I am taking a seat about 10 feet—— 
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Senator Smrru. You are out of whispering distance. 

Mr. Rapnrnowrrz. Right. 

Senator Smirn. All right. 

Now we want this man, and every other witness before this com- 
mittee, to have his constitutional right, to be fully protected. Abso- 
lutely, Mr. Wieners, we do not want you to answer any questions 
that you do not want to answer that you have the privilege not to 
answer, but we do not want the answer of your counsel. We want 
your answer instead. 

Mr. Wreners. Do I have the right to consult? 

Senator Sairu. That is right. At least, we are going to hold it 
that way for the present. You do have that right and we want you 
to exercise that full right. 

Mr. Wrenrers. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Smirn. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Wieners, who asked you to sign the statement 
which was released by the Civil Rights Congress? I am referring 
now to the statement I spoke of a few minutes earlier and which I 
read into the record. 

Mr. Rarrnowrrz. I am going to object. Mr. Connors has, on several 
occasions, done the same thing. It is a kind of a trick on cross-exam- 
ination that you see in the movies. I do think it should be beyond the 
dignity of a Senate committee. The witness refused to answer the 
question, and now to say, “Who asked you to sign the statement?” 
is, as I say, a movie trick. A previous witness first refused to answer 
whether she was a member of the Communist Party, and then Mr. 
Connors said, “Who solicited you to become a member of the Com- 
munist Party?” I don’t believe that counsel should be stooping to 
that kind of stuff. 

Senator Smiru. Counsel is entirely in error, there, because a person 
might be solicited to the Communist Party and not become a mem- 
ber. They are two different questions. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. This is not two different questions. The first 
time, the witness was asked whether he signed the statement, he re- 
fused to answer, and now he is being asked a question which assumes 
that he signed it. 

Mr. Carter. Mr. Chairman, I think the counsel should be admon- 
ished that this is not a court proceeding, and that counsel has no right 
to object or to intersperse his own comments in the record. 

Senator Smrrn. I think we have been very lenient in allowing 
counsel to make statements. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I think so, too. 

Senator Smirn. And the Chair wishes to be just as lenient as he 
should be under the circumstances. But I do think that the question 
should be asked and then the witness can decide whether or not he 
wishes to ask counsel if it is within the privilege he has not to answer. 
Now, let us have this in an orderly manner. Suppose you ask the 
question again, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. I would like to point out, Mr. Chairman, this com- 
mittee can establish its facts outside of this room since it is not a court 
of law. We are not bound by facts which we can establish from the 
answers of these witnesses. 

Mr. Raxsrnowrrz. I think that you are bound by ordinary rules of 
decency. 
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Senator Smrru. I think we have more than done that, Mr. Rabino- 
witz. If you have to question any more, the Chair will have to order 
you from the room. If you question the decency and the fairness of 
these hearings in the face of this record that you have been allowed 
to talk as much as the witnesses have, we will have to order you from 
the room. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I think that the hearings have been eminently 
fair, and I have no complaint at all to make with respect to the con- 
duct of the hearings. I agree with the chairman that the proceedings 
have been fair, the witnesses have all been treated fairly, and have no 
complaint on that score at all. I think that fact ought to be stated on 
the record. I do think that on two or three occasions, counsel has 
asked questions which are really designed to trick the witness rather 
than to elicit information. Perhaps it was done unconsciously, and I 
would assume so. I certainly meant no general indictment of the atti- 
tude of the committee, which, as I say, has been, I think, eminently 
fair and reasonable, and no witness has been badgered. We have not 
had any difficulty of that sort at all. 

I think that that ought to be stated for the record. As I say, I do 
think that occasionally a question has been asked which was kind of 
tricky. 

Senator Smiru. Let us get back to the orderly proceedings and ask 
the questions. Then the witness can decide whether he wishes to 
answer or not. 

Mr. Connors. The record of the House Un-American Activities 
Committee reflects that John J. Wieners signed a statement released 
by the Civil Rights Congress. 

My question, in connection with that statement, is, Mr. Wieners, 
who asked you to sign the statement ? 

Mr. Wieners. May I consult counsel ? 

Senator Smiru. You may ask your counsel, 

Mr. Rastnowirz. I advise you that you are entitled to claim the 
privilege to that question. 

Mr. Wreners. I decline to answer, and I wish to exercise my privi- 
lege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Suir. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wieners. I decline to answer, and wish to exercise my privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Were you in the armed services during the last war, 
Mr. Wieners? 

Mr. Ranrnowrirz. I don’t think that is a privileged question. 

Mr. Wreners. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been in the armed services of this 
country ¢ 

Mr. Wreners. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. How old are your two children ? 

Mr. Wreners. I will have to stop and think a minute. My older 
child will be 2 years old this month, the 29th of this month, and my 
younger one will be 4 months old the 13th of this month. 

Mr. Connors. To the best of your knowledge, Mr. Wieners, is the 
Communist Party and the Communist philosophy an atheistic 
philosophy ¢ 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. I think the witness has the right to claim the 
privilege on that. 
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Mr. Wreners. I decline to answer on the grounds that I wish to 
exercise my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Wieners, the Chair directs you to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Wreners. I respectfully decline to answer the question, and 
wish to exercise my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Ann Graham ? 

Mr. Wreners. I decline to answer the question, and wish to exercise 
my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Wreners. I respectfully decline to answer the question, sir, 
and wish to exercise my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Before you came into this hearing, did anyone tell 
you that you might be asked a question along those lines, as to whether 
or not you knew Ann Graham ¢ 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. I think you should answer that. I don’t think 
that that is privileged. 

Mr. Wreners. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Have you discussed your testimony with any other 
member of the union ? 

Mr. Rarrnowrrz. May we have a date fixed on that? I don’t think 
it is privileged, but I think the witness ought to be given a date. 

Mr. Connors. In the last 24 hours, have you discussed your testi- 
mony with any other member of the union / 

Mr. Wreners. Well, not my testimony ; no, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Have you talked with any of the witnesses who testi- 
fied yesterday ? 

Mr. Wieners. I spoke to Mr. Selly. 

Mr. Connors. When did you speak with Mr. Selly ? 

Mr. Raninowrrz. You can answer, sure. 

Mr. Wreners. After he was through here. 

Mr. Connors. Did he tell you any of the questions he had been 
asked ? 

Mr. Wrieners. He gave me a general idea of what the hearings were 
about. Up to that time I had no real knowledge of what it was about. 

Mr. Connors. Who else was present at that meeting between you 
and Mr. Selly? 

Mr. Wieners. Well, the staff people. I don’t remember exactly who 
it was. 

Mr. Connors. Name some of them. 

Mr. Wireners. Let me think. I think Mr. Siebenberg. 

Mr. Connors. Whiere was this meeting ? 

Mr. Wreners. In Mr. Selly’s office. 

Mr. Connors. At what time? 

Mr. Wreners. I have no idea. It was shortly after he got through 
here. 

Mr. Connors. At approximately 7 o’clock yesterday ? 

Mr. Wieners. No; it was earlier in the afternoon. 

Mr. Connors. Six o’clock yesterday evening, approximately at that 
time ? 

Mr. Wieners. I really don’t know. It was late in the afternoon, 
whatever time he got through here. 

Mr. Connors. Who else was present at the meeting with you, Mr. 
Selly, and Mr. Seibenberg? Was Mr. Kehoe present 





Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr 
Mr 


after 


Mr. 
Mr. ¢ 


SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN 


WHIENERS. 
CONNORS. 


WIENERS. 


Connors. 
WIENERs. 
CONNORS. 
WIENERS. 
ConnNoORS. 
WIHIENERS. 
Connors. 
WIENERsS. 
CONNORS. 
WIENERs. 
CONNORS. 
WIENERS. 
. CONNORS. 
. WIENERS. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


CONNORS. 


WIENERS. 
CONNORS. 
WHENERS. 
CONNORS. 
WIENERS. 


CONNORS. 


WHeNERS. 9: 
Connors. 
6 o’clock 2 
WIHIPNERS. 
‘ONNORS. 


TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 231 


No, he was here, I think. 

Was Mrs. Townsend there ? 

T think she was, but I am not sure. 

Was Mr. Panza there? 

I think he was. 

Was Mr. Doumar there? 

Yes, sir. 

Was Mr. Silberman there? 

1 am not so sure about him. 

Was Mr. Koppelman there? 

Who? 

Mr. Koppelman. 

Do you mean Mr. Rabinowitz’ associate ? 
Yes. 

No. I wouldn’t know him if I 
Was Mr. Rabinowitz there ? 
No, sir. 
Was Mr. 
No, sir. 
Who presided at this meeting? 

I* wasn't a meeting. It was an informal gathering. 
What are your normal office hours at the union? 
Do you mean the oflice hours of the union office ¢ 
Yes. 

30 to 6. 
9-30 to 6% 


saw him. 


Boudin there; Leonard Boudin ? 


This was after 6 o’clock or was it not 


No, it was before that. 


Was this meeting called by Mr. Selly; 


did he ask you 


to come in his office ? 


Mr. 


WIHIENERS. 


No; I was waiting to be called here. I was waiting 


at his office, waiting for a phone call to come to this committee. 
Mr. Connors. Did Mr. Selly indicate to you some questions which 
might be asked you today ¢ 


Mr. 
Mr. ¢ 


WIeENERS. 
‘onnors. Specifically, what questions did he mention that he 
had been asked ? 


No. 


Mr. Wreners. He just gave me a general idea of what the hearing 


was about. 


Mr. 


I don’t know that he told me 
CONNORS. 


about any specific questions. 


Did Mr. Selly mention to you that you should claim 


your privilege under the fifth amendment in connection with questions 
concerning Ann Graham ¢ 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. You may answer that because I do not see that a 
privilege attaches to that question. 


Mr. 


WIENERs. 


No, sir. 


Mr. Connors. Did Mr. Selly explain to you what your privilege is 
under the fifth amendment at this meeting last night ¢ 

Mr. Ranrrowrrz. You had better read the whole question because I 
do not believe the witness got the whole phrase of it. 


Mr. 


CONNORS. 


At this meeting last night, did Mr. Selly tell you 


generally what your privileges are under the fifth amendment ? 


Mr. 


WIENERS. 


No, sir. 


Mr. Connors. Who, if any one, did explain to you what your privi- 
leges are under the fifth amendment ¢ 
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Mr. Wreners. My counsel. 

Mr. Connors. Your counsel is Mr. Rabinowitz? 

Mr. Wrieners. Mr. Rabinowitz. 

Mr. Connors. To the best of your knowledge, is Mr. Selly a member 
of the Communist Party ? , 

Mr. Wreners. May I consult counsel, please? 

Mr. Rasrvowrrz. You may claim the privilege with respect to that 
question. 

Mr. Wreners. I wish to decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that I wish to exercise the privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Senator Smirn. That is to say that an answer to that question might 
tend to incriminate you? Is that the reason ? 

Mr. Wreners. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wreners. I respectfully decline to answer the question and 
wish to exercise my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirx. I believe that is all, Mr. Wieners. You are still 
under subpena and answerable for an appearance before the commit- 
tee upon further call. We will either notify you or your counsel, Mr. 
Rabinowitz, as and when we will need you. 

Mr. Wreners. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ranrynowirz. I think that the record might show, it probably 
does already, but let me make a specific note of it, that the admonition 
of the Chair to the witnesses not to disclose the contents, or, rather, 
not to disclose what transpired here, was never made to Mr. Selly nor 
had that point been raised at the hearings during Mr. Selly’s testi- 
mony. The issue was first raised in connection with Mr. Kehoe’s 
testimony. I think that since then the witnesses—I am not sure about 
Mr. Siebenberg, but I am sure of the other witnesses—have been so 
admonished. After the hearings here yesterday, I spoke to Mr. Selly 
and told him what had transpired. What he did before he spoke to 
me, I do not know. I did not ask him. But since I spoke to him, he 
knows that the admonition of the Chair was made, and will act ac- 
cordingly. But before the issue arose, he knew nothing about it. 

[ just also think that, in order to explain my distance, Mr. Doumar, 
the committee has suggested, and I have agreed, that I sit over here 
and that you sit over there, so that any advice I give you will be said 
out loud and for the record, the record showing that I am about 10 
or 12 feet away. I have no objection to that procedure and we will go 
ahead. 


TESTIMONY OF ALFRED DOUMAR, SECRETARY-TREASURER, 
LOCAL 40, AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION 





Senator Smrru. Mr. Doumar, will you stand and hold up your 
right hand ¢ 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give in this in- 
quiry now pending before a duly constituted subcommittee of the 
United States Senate shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Doumar. I do. 

Mr. Connors. What is your full name, Mr. Doumar? 

Mr. Doumar. Alfred Doumar. 
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Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. Doumar. I was born in Summit, N. J., June 1, 1902. 

Mr. Connors. What is your present occupation, Mr. Doumar? 

Mr. Doumar. I am the secretary-treasurer of local 40, of the Amer- 
ican Communications Association. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been a member of that union? 

Mr. Doumar. Since the latter part of 1941. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been an official of the union, that 
is to say, how long have you devoted your full time to the union? 

Mr. Doumar. This is my fourth term, and I was elected in 1944; in 
Juiy 1944 I assumed office. 

Mr. Connors. What was your occupation prior to the assumption 
of your present duties ? 

Mr. Doumar. I am an employee of the Western Union Telegraph 
Co. 1am on furlough from the Western Union Telegraph Co. My 
title was shop foreman. 

Mr. Connors. How long were you an employee of Western Union ? 

Mr. Doumar. Since 1929. 

Mr. Connors. Can you very briefly describe your duties in Western 
Union 

Mr. Doumar. Well, the last duties I had I was in charge of the 
shop, printer maintainer shop, at 11 East Forty-fourth Street. 

Mr. Connors. What is a printer in the Western Union Co.? 

Mr. Doumar. If you have been in the branch offices, you have seen 
these printers that sent messages. My department maintained those 
printers. In other words, they kept them in working order. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever used any name other than Doumar? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I think I would like to advise the witness that he 
may claim the privilege to this question, if he wishes. 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer that question because, under the 
provisions of the fifth amendment to the Constitution, I may not 
be compelled to testify against myself. The privilege under the fifth 
amendment I am claiming is intended as a protection to the innocent, 
so I must refuse to answer the question under consideration and all 
others which may lay the ground work for that type of prosecution 
which the Constitution forbids. 

Mr. Connors. I respectfully suggest that the Chair might wish to 
direct him to answer. 

Senator Smiru. You just read from a paper, Mr. Doumar. 

Mr. Doumar. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smirn. And is that the paper prepared by you or someone 
else ¢ 

Mr. Doumar. It was prepared as a result of a consultation I had 
with my associates, 

Senator Smira. Your associates and your counsel ¢ 

Mr. Doumar. That is correct, sir. 

Senator SmirH. The Chair now directs you to answer the question 
that was asked you about your name. 

Mr. Doumar. In all due respect to you, sir, I refuse to answer on the 
grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Smirn. That is to say the provision again testifying against 


yourself ¢ 
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Mr. Doumar. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Doumar, have you ever signed a statement op- 
possing the North Atlantic Pact? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smitrn. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Doumar. In all due respect to you, sir, I refuse to answer on the 
grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Let the record show that, according to the records of 
the House Un-American Activities Committee, the Daily Worker for 
April 14, 1949, reflects that Alfred Doumar, secretary-treasurer, local 
40, American Communications Association, CIO, was a signer of a 
statement opposing the North Atlantic Pact. 

Have you any comment to make on that record, Mr. Doumar? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever signed a statement for release by the 
Civil Rights Congress? 

Mr. Dovumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that. 

Mr. Dovmar. With all due respect to you, sir, I refuse to answer on 
the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Let the record here show that, according to the rec- 
erds of the House Un-American Activities Committee, Alfred Doumar, 
secretary-treasurer, American Communications Association, Local 40, 
New York, was one of the signers of a statement opposing Red baiting 
and attacks on Communists, which was released by the Civil Rights 
Congress as shown by the Daily Worker for May 25, 1947. 

Do you have any comment to make after that statement has been 
read ? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Doumar, has anyone ever asked you to join the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirru. The Chair directs you and orders you to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Doumar. With due respect to you, sir, [refuse to answer on the 
ground of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Connors. Do you feel that an answer to that question might 
tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Doumar. May I consult ? 

Mr. Rarrnowrrz. I think that you may answer that question. Iam 
not sure that the privilege applies to the question that counsel just 
asked, briefly, whether you think that such an answer will incriminate 
or might tend to incriminate. Iam not sure about the question. The 
question of counsel] confuses me a little. 

Is it intended to secure a clarification of the grounds upon which 
the witness is claiming the privilege ? 
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Mr. Connors. I think the question is plain enough. I simply asked 
him if he thought that an answer to that previous question would 
tend to incriminate him. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I think you can answer it if it is perfectly clear. 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Doumar. Again, sir, with due respect to you, I refuge to answer 
on the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever march in a parade here in New York 
on May 1 of any year? 

Mr. Dovmar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. In September 1950 did you meet with a group of 
union leaders to ask for a mediation in the Korean War? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Doumar. With due respect to you, sir, I must refuse to answer 
on the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Doumar, do you have information respecting the 
disclosure of messages by members of the American Communications 
Association who are employed at the Western Union Co. ? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. That question was asked as to disclosure by other 
parties, not himself, that he might know about. Is that right? 

Mr. Arens. No, sir. 

Senator Smirn. All right. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer that question. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs the witness to answer that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Doumar. With all due respect to you, sir, I refuge to answer 
on the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Doumar, do you have information respecting the 
disclosure by members, other than yourself, of the American Com- 
munications Association, who are employed by Western Union, of 
messages transmitted over the wires of the Western Union ? 

Mr. Doumar. May I consult ? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I think you have the right to claim the privilege 
to that question. 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrn. You understand that he is asking about what you 
know as to the activities of other people, not yourself. 

Mr. Doumar. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Smiru. And you still refuse to answer ? 

Mr. Doumar. I do, sir. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 
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Mr. Doumar. With all due respect to you, sir, I refuse to answer on 
the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Will you recite the names of the organizations to 
which you belong? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I think the witness may claim the privilege to 
that question. 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. You are directed by the Chair to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Doumar. With due respect to you, sir, I refuse to answer on 
the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you belong to any nonsensitive organizations ? 

Mr. Rawiwowrrz. While we all understand what the word “non- 
sensitive” means, I think that some explanation ought to be given to 
the witness. It isa sort of shorthand that we have adopted here when 
the witness was not here. 

Mr. Arens. Do you belong to any organizations of a non-Communist 
or non-Communist front variety ¢ 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my con- 
stitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. I think I would like to advise the witness that, in 
my opinion, that question is not subject to the privilege. 

Mr. Doumar. May I consult ? 

Senator Smirn. Do you wish to give another answer? 

Mr. Doumar. May I consult with counsel ? 

oe Smiru. You heard what your counsel said. 

Rarrnowrrz. In other words, I think that it is not subject: to 
your guineas for you to say to talk about nonsubversive organiza- 
tions, church groups, or anything else you may belong to. 

Mr. Doumar. I do belong to an organization that you refer to. 

Mr. ARrENs. I did not hear your answer. 

Mr. Doumar. I do belong to an organization, as you have charac- 
terized it. 

Mr. Arens. What isthe name of the organization ? 

Mr. Doumar. It isthe White Avenue Civic Association. 

Mr. Arens. Do you belong to any other organizations of that char- 
acter ¢ 

Mr. Doumar. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. How many organizations in the aggregate do you 
belong to? 

Mr. Rasrvowrrz. I think the witness has the right to claim the 
privilege to that. 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I respect fully suggest to the chairman that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator SmirH. The Chair directs the witness to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Doumar. With due respect to you, sir, I must refuse to answer 
on the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the 
fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Helen Yewell ? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrrxu. Do you know who Helen Yewell is? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the—— 

Senator Smiru. You never heard of her before? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer, sir. 

Senator SmirH. Have you ever seen the name? 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer, sir. 

Senator Smrru. The Chair directs you to answer the question asked 
by counsel as to whether or not you know Helen Yewell. 

Mr. Doumar. With due respect to you, sir, I refuse to answer on 
the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever attended Communist Party meetings 
in the company of Helen Yewell ¢ 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Doumar. With due respect to you, sir, I refuse to answer on 
the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Ann Graham / 

Mr. Doumar. I refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
privilege under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Senator Smrru. ‘The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Doumar. With due respect to you, sir, I refuse to answer on the 
grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever applied to the State Department for 
& Passport / 

Mr. Doumar. May I consult ? 

Mr. Raninowrrz. I don’t believe that that question, in present con- 
text, is subject to the privilege, and I advise you to answer. 

Mr. Doumar. The answer to that, sir, is “No.” 

Mr. Connors. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Doumar. | refuse to answer on the grounds of invoking my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Doumar. With due respect to you, sir, I refuse to answer on 
the grounds of invoking my constitutional privilege of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been in the armed services of this 
country ¢ 

Mr. Doumar. May I consult? No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. What was your draft status during the last war? 

Mr. Doumar. I think I have my draft card with me. I think it is 
5-A. I don’t recall what the status was, but because of my occupa- 
tion—— 

Mr. Connors. You were employed by Western Union in 1941; were 
you not! 
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Mr. Doumar. That is correct. In 1941, I was employed by Western 
Union. 

I think it is 3-A. Iam not sure about it, 1 cannot recall it. Here 
it is—4—A. 

Senator Smiru. What is that? 

Mr. Doumar. 4-A. 

Senator Smiru. Was that on account of your particular occupation / 

Mr. Doumar. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Did the company, and by company I mean Western 
Union, request the deferment, to your knowledge ? 

Mr. Doumar. I think so, I am no sure about that. 

Mr. Connors. Was it in 1944 that you first began your full time 
union duties? 

Mr. Doumar. That was the first time I was elected to office, in 1944. 

Mr. Connors. Was the year 1944 the first year in which you de- 
voted your full time to union activities ¢ 

Mr. Doumar. No, sir. About a year prior to that, I was chairman 
of the plant department negotiating committee. 

Mr. Connors. Did that take you completely away from your duties 
at Western Union ? 

Mr. Doumar. No, sir. We were on occasion called out for maybe 
a week, organizing activities, and such. 

Mr. Connors. Then 1944 was the first year that you devoted your 
full time to the union? 

Mr. Doumar. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Did your draft status change at that time? 

Mr. Doumar. No; it did not. 

Mr. Connors. Did you report to the draft board that your occupa- 
tion had changed ¢ 

Mr. Dotmar. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Connors. To your knowledge, did the draft board have any 
way of knowing that your occupation had been changed / 

Mr. Doumar. May I consult ? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I think you may have had a privilege to these 
questions all along. Perhaps it is too late to claim it now. I think 

perh: aps you ought to not claim the privilege to this, if you know the 
absinans to it. 

Mr. Doumar. No: I don’t know the answer, because I would pre- 
sume the company would show that. 

Mr. Connors. I have no further questions. 

Senator Smita. Mr. Doumar, you understood from the conversa- 
tion here that this is an executive session. What has gone on here is 
something that should be kept until the committee otherwise orders. 
You are still under subpena if and when the committee may call for 
you. 

Mr. Doumar. Yes, sit 

Senator Smiru. We are going to recess now until 1: 30. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., a recess was taken until 1:30 p. m., of 
the same day.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The subcommittee reconvened at 1:30 o'clock p. m., upon the ex- 
piration of the recess. ) 
Senator Smirn. The hearing will come to order, please. 
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TESTIMONY OF CHARLES L. SILBERMAN, EDITOR AND PUBLICITY 
DIRECTOR, AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION 


Senator SmirH. Mr. Silberman, will you stand up and raise your 

right hand? 

‘Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give in this 
hearing now which is being conducted by a duly constituted sub- 
committee of the United States Senate shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. SreverMan. I do. 

Mr. Connors. Please state your full name. 

Mr. StnperMaNn. Charles L. Silberman. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Silberman ? 

Mr. Susperman. I was born in Baltimore, Md., on April 21, 1914. 

Mr. Connors. Will you go briefly into your education, starting with 
high school ? 

Mr. Sitperman. Yes. I went to high school, the Erasmus Hall 
High School. 

Mr. Connors. ‘That is here in New York? 

Mr. SunperMan, Brooklyn, I went there until, I think, the second 
vear. IL think I completed 2 years there. I also went to Textile High 
School, here in Manhattan, and went to Abraham Lincoln High 
School, again in Brooklyn. It is a total of, I think I went to my third 
vear, completing the third year. 

[ subsequently left and went to work. But at one time later on, I 
believe I took a night course, again at Erasmus Hall High School, for 
a brief time, perhapsaterm. I ‘don’t think it was a full vear. 

Mr. Connors. What is your present occupation, Mr. Silberman ¢ 

Mr. Sitzerman. I am editor and publicity direetor of the Ameri- 
can Communications Association. 

Mr. Connors. As editor of that association, do you edit a news- 
paper ? 

Mr. SrucBerMan. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Connors. What is the name of that paper? 

Mr. Sirperman. The A. C. A. News. 

Mr. Connors. How often is that issued ? 

Mr. SiLBeRMAN, Once a month, with the exception of, I think, Au- 
gust. in the summer months. 

Mr. Connors, Let us go back. After you completed your work a 
high school, let us bring vour employment up to date. 

Mr. SicserMan. Was that a full question that you asked / 

Mr. Connors. Yes. I would like you to trace your employment 
from the time you left high school to the present. 

Mr. SinserMan. When I left high school, I believe I went to work 
for a textile outfit called Wauregan-Quinebaug. I believe that is 
correct. 1 worked as a clerk for a while. At various times, until 
1956, or thereabouts, I worked for another textile house called M. 
Lowenstein. l worked there for a relatively short time. I then went 
back to Wauregan-Quinebaug, and worked not as a clerk but in their 
factory here in New York as a silk screen printer and subsequently 
as a silk screen printer. 

Then 1 went to work for a silk screen printing concern in Brooklyn, 
in the Greenpoint neighborhood, the name of which I can’t remember 
at this time. 
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Mr. Connors. At about what date are you now? 

Mr. SrreerMan. I am covering now the years approximately 1932 
to 1936 or 1937. There are also breaks between these jobs when I was 
out of work for as much as 5 or 6 months at a time. 

I think that, generally, is it, bringing me up to the 1936-1937 period 
at which time I went to work for the American Communications 
Association. 

Mr. Connors. Were you employed in the industry before you went 
into the union ¢ 

Mr. Strzerman. No. 

Mr. Connors. What was your first union position ? 

Mr. StrverMan. Editor of the A. C. A. News. 

Mr. Connors. Have you been editor of A. C. A. News since then? 
Since what date? 

Mr. StmtperMan. Since 1936 or 1937, I am not quite sure, because 
there was a gap there, too. 

I went to work for them in order to fill in on an immediate job that 
required doing, then left and then went back. But it was in both 
cases somewhere in the 1936-1937 period in which this happened. 
From then on, I have been with the A. C. A. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever used any other name than Charles L. 
Silberman ? 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. If you think you have the right to claim the privi- 
lege if you wish to—— 

Mr. SttpermMan. Then I do claim the privilege, and I would like to 
refuse to answer that question because I believe that, under the pro- 
visions of the fifth amendment to the Constitution, 1 may not be re- 
quired or compelled to testify against myself. 

I would like to say that this committee has as its alleged purpose 
the investigation of activities popularly called subversive, and within 
the scope of the statutes such as the McCarran law, the Smith act, the 
Taft-Hartley law, and similar legislation. I don’t believe that there 
is any mystery about the purpose of these investigations. I under- 
stand that a representative of this committee told one of the witnesses 
who appeared here that the committee was examining charges that our 
union was Communist-dominated, and an attorney for the committee 
told our counsel that the union and its leaders were alleged to be sub- 
versive, that that was the subject matter of this inquiry. 

Historically, the privilege under the fifth amendment I am claiming 
is intended as a protection to the innocent, and so I must refuse to 
answer the question under consideration and all others which may 
lay the groundwork for that type of prosecution which the Consti- 
tution forbids. 

Mr. Connors. I respectfully suggest that the Chair might wish to 
direct the witness to answer the question. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Silberman, the Chair orders and directs you 
to answer the question. 

Mr. SireerMan. I must respectfully decline on the grounds that I 
just stated. 

Senator Smrru. You consider, then, that the disclosure of whether 
or not you ever used any other name would tend to incriminate you, 
is that your contention ? 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. I think that that question is not privileged. As I 
understand it, it is an effort to get you to explain why you are claiming 
the privilege. 
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Mr. Stuperman. Well, I think I made it clear at the outset that L 
am claiming the privilege of invoking the fifth on the grounds that 
I may not be compelled to, as I understand it, give testimony against 
myself. 

Senator Smira. But do I understand that you now maintain that 
to state whether or not you have ever used or gone by any other name 
would tend to incriminate you, to identify yourself by any other name? 
Is it your contention that that would tend to incriminate you, within 
the purview of that constitutional amendment ? 

Mr. SunpermMan. That is right. And, therefore, I am invoking the 
privilege. 

Mr. Connors. What, if any, journalistic background did you have 
prior to the time that you were editor of the ACA News? 

Mr. Sirzerman. Well, my father is a free-lance advertising man, 
or was at the time, and I used to do a lot of work with him. As a 
matter of fact, around the period 1935-36, in — period, I probably 
did a good deal of his work which required, because of the kind of 
things he was doing, getting out small newspapers, writing advertising 
copy, and so on and so forth. 

Mr. Connors. How did you come to get a position with the ACA 
union? 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. I think you could claim the privilege to that, if 
you wish. 

Mr. StrpermMan. I would like to claim the privilege and refuse to 
answer on the grounds that I am not required to under the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Smrrne. The Chair directs you to answer that question, Mr. 
Silberman. 

Mr. Superman. I am afraid I must respectfully again invoke my 
right under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smtr. Can you tell us whether you applied for the job 
or did they offer the job to you without applic ation from you ? 

Mr. Sinsersan. I am sorry; I didn’t get it. 

Senator Smrru. Did you apply for the job or did they seek you to 
fill the job? 

Mr. Stunerman. Again, I would like to invoke my right not to 
answer that question under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Senator Smrru. Was your father’s work with the newspaper ? 

Mr. StnperMan. I am sorry- 

Senator Sarre. Was your f: ther’ s work with a newspaper ? 

Mr. Strperman. No; I said he was a free lance advertising man. 

Mr. Connors. Who sets the policies for the ACA News? 

Mr. Sirnerman. No one sets the policies for ACA News. The 
membership sets the policy for the union, and the ACA News follows 
the policy of the union to the best of my ability. 

Mr. Connors. Before you print a news item which has some politi- 
cal significance or some political color, do you consult with any of the 
international officers of ACA? 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. I don’t believe that question is privileged. 

Mr. SILBERMAN. cane and I may not. 

Mr. Connors. Do you customarily consult with the officers in such 
circumstances ¢ 

Mr. SitperMan. Well, I don’t know what you mean by “custom- 
arily.” If you mean—maybe you could define it a little more for me. 





242 SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 


Mr. Connors. Take any five circumstances which might be along 
those lines, and three of those five, and four of those five, and one of 
those five. Did you consult with some official of ACA? 

Mr. Suzerman. I might very well on one of those five, or three of 
those five. My point is that there is no set rule. The general opera- 
tions require that I determine to the best of my ability what I believe 
ought to be covered, consonant with union policy. If there is any 
question, I would confer with any one of a number of people for fur- 
ther information. I might confer with them. 

Mr. Connors. Are you a member of the executive board of the 
ACA? 

Mr. Sturerman. No; I am not. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been a member of the executive board ? 

Mr. Strperman. No. 

Mr. Connors. In February 1941, did the ACA News, at approxi- 
mately that time, come out against and denounce the lend-lease war 
powers bill? 

Mr. Raninowrrz. I think the answer would be privileged. 

Mr. Stzverman. I refuse to answer that question and invoke my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. You mean whether or not they took a position pub- 
licly and published that position # 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir: the policy of the paper. 

Senator Surru. The policy of the paper is indicated by published 
statements in the paper? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Senator Smit. Do you understand the question / 

Mr. Strperman. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. Do you refuse to answer the question ? 

Mr. Stuserman. Yes, I do; on the ground that I stated. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Stzeerman. I must again respectfully decline on the grounds 
of invoking my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smrru. Excuse me a minute, gentlemen. We will suspend 
for just a moment. 

(Brief recess.) 

Senator Smirn. All right, gentlemen, you may proceed. 

Mr. Connors. I was just going to start a new series of questions. 

Senator Surru. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Silberman, have you been aware of the Willie 
McGee controversy ¢ 

Mr. SrnpermMan. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Did the ACA News print any material concerning 
Willie McGee ? 

Mr. SttperMan. Counsel? 

Mr. Rasinowirz. I would be inclined to think this is not privileged. 

Mr. Strperman. I would like to confer with the counsel. 

Mr. Carrer. He has indicated. 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. After all, he does not have to accept my advice, if 
he doesn’t want to. 

Mr, Su.perMan. That is why I would like to confer with him. 

Senator Smit. Go ahead and confer openly. We decided we were 
going to have these communications out on the record. 
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Mr. Rasrnowrrtz. I don’t believe that a conference with counsel in 
the presence of other people is a conference with counsel at all. 

Mr. Su.perMaNn. You see, Mr. Senator, I find myself in a position 
where it seems to me that if any serious consideration ought to be given 
to a request that I make along these lines, since, first of all, it seems 
to me that it is a reasonable request, and, second of all, I haven’t had 
much of an opportunity to confer with counsel at all since I was served 
with the subpena to appear here at exactly 20 minutes to 10 yesterday 
morning, and a subpena requiring my appearance at 10 o'clock the 
sume morning—as a matter of fact, prior to having lunch with counsel 
this afternoon, my sum total of conferring with “him is limited to a 
telephone conversation of perhaps 2 minutes’ duration. 

Senator Smirn. You think it necessary for you to confer with coun- 
sel now to know how to answer that question ? 

Mr. SrrperMan. I think it necessary to confer with counsel to make 
up my mind. 

Mr. Carrer. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

Mr. Silberman, did you have a conference with counsel on Monday 
afternoon ? 

Mr. StrpermMan. No; TI did not. 

Mr. Carter. After you talked to me on the telephone? 

Mr. StrperMan. No; I did not. 

Mr. Carrer. You state, then, that the only time you have been able 
to confer with counsel is briefly today. 

Mr. Srrperman. And yesterday evening in a conversation that I 
had with him over the telephone which actually was not conferring. 
I talke dl to him at that time. 

Mr. Carrer. Were you required to appear and answer that subpena 
yesterday ? 

Mr. StrperMan. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Carter. And did you appear ? 

Mr. Strperman. No. No; 1 did not appear, because, as I understood 
it, an arrangement had been worked out because of the number of 
witnesses who were to appear and because of the fact that people 
started to testify at 10 o’clock, other than myself, and that I would 
appear at some later time. 

Mr. Carrer. As a matter of fact, the committee, however, could 
have required you-—— 

Mr. StrverMan. Of course, you understand that Mr. Rabinowitz 
was tied up all this time so it would have been impossible for me 
to confer with him. 

Senator Smiru. What was the question, Mr. Connors? 

Mr. SinpermMan. I believe I made a request. 

Senator Smrru. T want to hear the question read again. 

Mr. Connors. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Surry. All right, go ahead and confer with him. 

Mr. SinperMan. My answer to the question is “Yes.” 

Mr. Connors. Did any editorials appear in the ACA News in 
connection with Willie McGee? 

Mr. SItperMAN. No; we just don’t run editorials. 

Mr. Connors. What was the tenor of the articles which appeared 

ACA News concerning Willie McGee ¢ 
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Mr. SmzpermMan. The tenor of the articles was that this was a 
savage injustice, that the man was being tried for a crime which, 
what we knew about the case, indicated he did not commit, and that 
he was being tried, convicted, and executed because he was a Negro. 

Mr. Connors. Where did you get your information about the W illie 
McGee case? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I think you have the right to claim the privilege 
to that. 

Mr. Streerman. I would like to invoke the right under the fifth 
amendment to refuse to answer that question. 

Senator Smirxg. The Chair directs you to answer that question, 
Mr. Silberman. 

Mr. SutperMan. With all due respect, sir, I must insist on invoking 
my right. 

‘Mr. Connors. Did you attend any of the sessions of the trial or 
trials of Willie McGee? 

Mr. —— No. 

Mr. Connors. Did you talk with anyone who did attend any of 
those sessions, either trial or appellate sessions / 

Mr. Sirperman. No. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have any first-hand knowledge of the Willie 
McGee case; by first-hand knowledge, I mean, were you on the scene, 
did you participate in any of the trial or appellate court sessions, or 
did you talk with anybody who had been in those sessions? 

Mr. Sirperman. You already asked the question and I have already 
answered it twice. 

Mr. Connors. Then your answer is that you had no first-hand 
knowledge of the affair? 

Mr. SingerMan. The answer is that I did not attend the trial, and 
I did not talk to anybody who had attended the trial. 

Mr. Connors. Did you read the stenographic report of the trials, 
the verbatim reports? 

Mr. Ragrnowrrz. I don’t think that is privileged. I know what 
we are getting to. It is all right. 

Mr. Sitgerman. No. If you mean did I read the actual transcript, 
no, I didn't. 

Mr. Connors. Did you read any part of the transcript? 

Mr. Sinperman. I may have read excerpts from the transcript. 

Mr. Connors. If you read them, did you read them in the official 
form as they came out of court, or did you read them in a newspaper 
or a mag: wzine 4 

Mr. SinpermaNn. You mean, did I have a court document in my 
hands, an official transcript ¢ 

M.. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. SILBeRMAN. No. 

Mr. Connors. Did you read any of the official reports of the case 
in any legal publication, and did you read any of the briefs of the 
case ¢ 

Mr. Sizverman. No; I don’t think I did. 

Mr. Connors. Your answer is “No” to both questions, the official 
reports, any official documents, court documents connected with the 
case ¢ 

Mr. StnpermMan. That is right. I don’t think I read any official 
documents. 
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Mr. Connors. Did you read about the case in newspapers / 

Mr. Rapsrnowrrz. I believe that the answer to that question is not 
privileged. At least, that would be my advice to you. 

Mr. SinpermMan. The question was—— 

Mr. Connors. Did you read about the Willie McGee case in the 
newspapers / 

Mr. SmperMan. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Did you discuss the handling of the Willie McGee 

case insofar as it affected your newspaper, and insofar as it appeared 
in your newspaper with any official of the ACA union ¢ 

Mr. Sinserman. Did I discuss it? I just want to reformulate so 
I am sure what you said. Is the question this: Did I discuss ane hand- 
ling, how the McGee case was to be handled, in the ACA News with 
anyone ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Yes: that is right. 

Mr. SirnermMan. The answer is “no.” 

Mr. Connors. Were you directed by any union official, by any 
official of the ACA, to put news items concerning the McGee case in 
the ACA News? 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. That is not privileged. 

Mr. SitperMan. The answer is “No.” 

Mr. Connors. Do you generally have free rein as to what is to go 
in the paper and what is not to go into the paper ¢ 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. Is there any question in your mind? I am not 
sure I understand the question. 

Mr. Sirserman. Do I generally have free rein? 

Mr. Connors. Do you generally decide, yourself, what items are to 
go into the newspaper and what items are not to be printed ? 

Mr. Strnerman. I generally decide myself. If there is any ques- 
tion, I may confer with any number of people in the union, and fre- 
quently stories and items are called to my attention. 

Mr. Connors. What is the circulation of the ACA News? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. I don’t think it is privileged. 

Mr. SirperMan. No; except that 

Mr. Raprnowirz. Explain to the chairman what you have in mind, 
and if he directs you to answer, answer. 

Mr. SirperMan. You see, this newspaper automatically goes to 
every member of the union, and indicating the circulation of the 
paper would also indicate—— 

Senator Samrru. The number of membership ? 

Mr. SinsermMan. The number of members. 

Senator Smiru. That has been testified to already. 

Mr. Raptnowrrz. I don’t believe it is privileged. Quite aside 
from any other question, what the Senator says is true. It has 
been testified to by one of the previous witnesses, | am not sure which 
one, and he did it under protest. But he did it, and I suppose, if the 
question is pressed, you would have to do the same thing. 

Mr, SineerMan. I recognize by your question, Senator, or by your 
explanation, that you recognize that this is the kind of thing, the 
kind of information, which generally we 

Mr. Raninowrrz. Could we have a moments rest ? 

Senator Smrru. Yes. What I had in mind was the extent of the 
circulation, the extent that the paper is circulated to, or such in- 
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formation as that might give. You need not answer until your counsel 
comes back. 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Smrrx. On the record. 

Mr. Strserman. The Senator, in explanation of the last question I 
think, reformulated the same thing along these lines: I had indi- 
cated that I had said that the paper goes to the members, each of the 
members, and then he said they were interested in finding who else 
the paper may goto. Is that correct ? 

Senator Smirxu. And the approximate number. 

Mr. Smuserman. And the approximate number of circulation. 

Mr. Ranrnowrrz. I can see no privilege on that at all. 

Mr. Sirzperman. And I say, in the first place, the paper goes to all 
members, automatically. It is a right of membership to receive a 
paper. 

Senator Smrrn. All over the country ? 

Mr. Smmperman. Wherever we have members. That probably ac- 
counts for, at a rough guess, somewhere around 99 percent of the 
number of — of the paper that are circulated. Others go to 
other unions, or to people who subscribe, or to Government agencies. 
I would saeistasethedt would about cover it. 

Senator Smiru. The total circulation is about how many? 

Mr. Sirserman. Well, I haven’t taken a recent check on that, sir; 
but, at a rough guess, | would put it under, somewhere under 10 or 
11 thousand. 

Mr. Connors. Do you send any copies of your paper to the Library 
of Congress ¢ 

Mr. Sirznerman. | don’t know that fora fact; but I would judge, yes. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have any access to the wire services for your 
use? Tam referring to AP, UP, INS, and so forth. Do vou use those 
services ¢ 

Mr. SurpermMan. No. 

Mr. Connors. Then in connection with the matter of the Willie 
McGee case, and specifically with the Willie McGee case, your treat- 
ment of that whole situation would be based upon, inasmuch as you 
have said you have no first-hand information on 2 news items appear- 
ing in other publications. Is that essentially a fair statement of the 
facts / 

Mr. StrsermMan. In part, I am sure. 

Mr. Connors. Can you add to it ¢ 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. If the question goes to all the sources of his 
information, I would advise the witness that that is privileged. 

Mr. Sirperman. I didn’t take it that that was the question. 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I am not sure. But if it is intended to ask you 
to elicit all of the sources of information concerning the Willie McGee 
case, or any similar issue, I should advise that the question is privi- 
leged. But, if it is merely a request that you list some of the sources 
without any commitment on your part that it is a complete list, then 
I don’t see anything privileged about. it. 

Mr. Strserman. What is the question ? 

Mr. Connors. Let me rephrase the question. Speaking specifically 
of the Willie McGee case, and no other case, no other news items, did 
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all of your information in connection with the McGee case come from 
other publications ¢ 

Mr. Sirrerman. It is not likely that all of it came from other 
publications. 

Mr. Connors. Where else did it come from ? 

Mr. Rasrnowrrz. That, I think, is privileged if the question is 
intended to elicit an answer as to all of the sources. 

Mr. SitperMan. It may have come from any one of a number of 
sources, 

Mr. Connors. Name some of the sources from which it may have 
come. , 

Mr. Strperman. Without indicating that my answer covers the full 
extent of the sources of information, some of the others might very 
well have been radio—I would imagine those were the two main 
sources. 

Mr. Connors. In March 1942, did the A. C. A. News advocate the 
opening of a second front in Europe ¢ 

Mr. Rapsrnowrrz. I would advise that that is privileged. 

Mr. SinperMan. I will invoke my right under the fifth amendment 
to refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Chairman / 

Senator Sarr. That is to say, you contend that to answer that 
question might tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Sirperman. I understand that the fifth amendment is designed 
to protect me from testifying against myself. 

Senator Smrru. And that is the reason you answer as you do and 
refuse to answer that question ¢ 

Mr. Sitserman. That is why I am not answering the question. 
[am invoking the privilege which the amendment gives me. 

Mr. Connors. In July 1945, did the A. C. A. News charge that 
American lend-lease munitions were being used against democratic 
Chinese forces, and did the paper seek to cut off the flow of munitions 
to Nationalist China ? 

Mr. SiupermMan. I wouldn't have the vaguest idea. 

Mr. Connors. Were you editor of the News at that time? 

Mr. Sirnerman. Yes. But it was the time when I was in the Army. 
I don’t know whether they figured that there was a break in my 
editorship. : 

Mr. Connors. How long were you in the Army, Mr. Silberman? 

Mr. StnpermMan. For somewhat over 3 years. 

Mr. Connors. What branch of the Army did vou serve in / 

Mr. SinpermMan. Originally, | was in Chemical Warfare. I am not 
certain of this because of the fact that the duties didn’t change very 
much; but I believe for technical reasons—that is, as far as the Army 
itself was concerned—I believe that I was transferred to the Air Corps 
still doing work related to Chemical Warfare. I believe those were 
the two services, 

Mr. Connors. Did you serve overseas / 

Mr. SinBerMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Whereabouts ? 

Mr. Stinperman. In England. 

Mr. Connors. Were you on the continent of Europe ? 

Mr. SinpermMan. No, 

Mr. Connors. When were you discharged from the Army ? 
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Mr. StreerMan. It was either the end of January or the beginning 
of February 1946. 

Mr. Connors. What was your grade in the Army ? 

Mr. Sirperman. The grade that I had when I was discharged, 
when I received an honorable discharge, was the grade of sergeant. 

Mr. Connors. What were your duties in Chemical Warfare ? 

Mr. Sirserman. During most of the time that I was in the Army, it 
was to assist in preparing defense against chemical attacks in what- 
ever spot I happened to be. 

Mr. Connors. In 1948, you were again in the active editorship of the 
A. C. A. News; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Superman. Right. 

Mr. Connors. Did the June 1948 A. C. A. News declare that Presi- 
dent Truman was militarizing America, and criticize the Truman 
doctrine of military aid to Greece and Turkey, and also criticize the 
Marshall plan? 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. I believe that answer would be privileged. 

Mr. Sirperman. I invoke my right under the fifth amendment to 
refuse to answer the question. 

Senator Smiru. You do not want to answer that question? Do you 
object to that question ? 

Mr. Sirperman. By invoking my rights under the fifth amendment : 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Has it ever struck you, Mr. Silberman, that the policy 
or line of the A. C. A. newspaper parallels the Communist Party line? 

Mr. Strrperman. I refuse to answer that question, and I will invoke 
my right under the fifth amendment not to answer it. 

Mr. Connors. That question just asked for your opinion on this 
matter. 

Mr. SitperMan. I understood the question. 

Mr. Connors. I respectfully suggest to the Chair that it might 
want to order the witness to answer the question. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair orders and directs the witness to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Sitperman. Again, Mr. Chairman, with all due respect, I must 
invoke the right I have under the fifth amendment not to answer the 
question on the grounds that I can’t be compelled to testify against 
myself. 

Mr. Connors. Has anybody ever asked you to join the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. SirperMan. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. SitperMANn. With all respect, 1 must refuse to answer on the 
grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Do you exchange news items with the Daily Worker? 

Mr. SrzperMan. | refuse to answer that question, and I invoke my 
rights under the fifth amendment to refuse to answer it. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. StrpermMan. Again, I must. respectfully refuse, Mr. Chairman, 
on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with John Williamson / 

Mr. SiteerMan. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Connors. Who is John Williamson ? 

Mr. SrvpermMan. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds of invoking my privilege under the fifth. 

Senator Smirn. That i is, your knowledge of who John Williamson 
is would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Srrperman. As I understand it, the fifth amendment is designed 
to insure that I may not be compelled to testify against myself. 

Senator Sarru. John Williamson’s name is not mentioned in the 
fifth amendment; is it ¢ 

Mr. SILBERMAN. No, my reading of the fifth amendment would indi- 
vate that John Williamson’s name is not mentioned. 

Senator Smirn. Then you refuse to testify as to whether or not you 
know who John Williamson is on the grounds that it might tend to 
incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. SirperMan. I refuse, and I invoke my rights in refusing under 
the fifth amendment, which states that I may not be compelled to 
testify against myself. 

Senator Smirn. And you consider that saying whether or not you 
know John Williamson would be equivalent to testifying against your- 
self? Isthat what you mean to say ¢ 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. I think the Senator is really asking for a further 
statement on what the privilege is. I don’t think that is privileged. 

Mr. SinperMan. My reading and understanding of the fifth amend- 
ment, Senator, is that it is intended as a protection to the innocent, 
as I said in the statement that I read at the outset, and for that reason 
I am invoking it. 

Senator Smrru. You say that you think, if you admitted that you 
knew John Williamson and who he was, that that would incriminate 
you and that, therefore, you are entitled to that ¢ 

Mr. Sitserman. The reason I answered the question as I did is 
that I intend not to testify against myself. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Helen Yewell ¢ 

Mr. Sireerman. I refuse to answer that question and will invoke 
my privilege to do so under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Smiru. I will direct you to answer that question. 

Mr. Sinnerman. And I must again, Senator, most respectfully re- 
fuse to answer the question on that ground. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know who Helen Yewell is/ 

Mr. Rastnowrrz. I think the answer to that question—vour privi- 
lege can be asserted to that question. 

Mr. SitperMan. I do assert my privilege to refuse to answer the 
question. 

Senator Smiru. The Chair orders and directs you to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Sitperman. Again, with all respect, Senator, 1 refuse to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Connors. Did you recruit Helen Yewell into the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. SiuperMan. I refuse to answer that question and invoke my 
rights under the fifth amendment to do so. 

Senator Smirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Sirperman. Again, Senator, I must insist on my right to refuse 
under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 
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Mr. Connors. Are you a member of the Reserves, the Army Re- 
serves ¢ 

Mr. StrpermMan. No. 

Mr. Connors. Were you, after your discharge, a member of the 
Reserves ¢ 

Mr. SirperMan. No. 

Mr. Connors. In the event of a war between this country and the 
Soviet Union, where would your sympathies lie ¢ 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. I think you can assert the privilege, if you wish. 

Mr. Sunverman. This is a particularly interesting question. I will 
not assert the privilege. On the record, and on the record of this hear- 
ing, I think it is quite ciear that when the need arose, I did whatever 
lay in my power to do so during a period of war to act in the interest 
of, and to defend the interests of, the American people. So, I can't 
help but believe that the question: is a capricious one, and that it is 
based on a hypothesis which is strictly a hypothesis. My record i 
pretty clear on what I have done, and I have always acted in the ‘om 
terest and in defense of the interests of the American people, and I 
will continue to do so. 

Mr. Connors. That is almost an answer, but not quite. Do you want 
to elaborate on the answer / 

Mr. Strzerman. If you would like, I would be happy to. 

Mr. Connors. I would like you to answer the question or decline to 
answer it, but come to some conclusion on it. 

Mr. Smuverman. I will defend the interests of the people of the 
United States under any and all circumstances. 

Mr. Connors. In the event of a war between this country and the 
Soviet Union, where would your sympathies lie? 

Mr. SinpermMan. I can’t conceive of this as a realistic question at the 
present time. Perhaps it is a question of the wish being father to the 
thought. I think I made myself clear, that in the event of a war, my 
energies and activities would be unquestionably devoted toward fight- 
ing in defense of the people of the United States. 

Mr. Connors. Do you make a distinction between the people of the 
United States and the United States as a Nation or asa country? You 
have used that phrase, “people of the United States” twice. 

Mr. Strperman. As I understand the United States, the people of 
the United States, since this is a democracy, democratic form of gov- 
ernment, determine who the people in Government shall be and what 
shall be done. 

Mr. Connors. But if this Government, as it is today, constituted in 
a democratic way and by a democratic process, were involved in a 
conflict with the Soviet Union, you would fight for this country and 
this Government; is that correct ? 

Mr. SinBeRMaNn. It is correct to say that I would fight in defense 
of this Government under any circumstances where our country was 
the victim of attack from no matter what source. That would include 
all the countries in the world. 

Mr. Connors. Has your newspaper published anything bearing on 
the Korean War? 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. I think you can decline to answer. 

Mr. Stuperman. I do decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Connors. Has your newspaper a policy toward the Korean 


War? 
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Mr. Rasinowirz. I think your privilege would apply. It is the 
same question really. 

Mr. Connors. It is not the same question at all. 

Mr. Rastnowrrtz. If you have difficulty answering the question be- 
cause of the form of it . 

Mr. SunwerMan. I do. It seems to me that it is a double-barreled 
question. Maybe I don’t quite understand it. 

Mr. Connors. Let us put it this way: You have testified that your 
newspaper published some articles concerning Willie McGee. With- 
out putting words into your mouth, I would assume that you had a 
policy toward Willie McGee. You said as much into the record. 
Do you similarly have a policy toward the Korean conflict ? 

Mr. SitperMan, | in like to talk to counsel. for a moment. 

Mr. Rapinowrrz. As I understand the question, the privilege is 
available to you. I think on that, the privilege can be asserted by 
the witness. 

Mr. SiveerMan. I refuse to answer that question and invoke my 
rights under the fifth amendment of the Constitution to refuse to 
answer it. 

Senator Suirn. The Chair directs you to answer that question, Mr. 
Silberman. 

Mr. SinperMan. With all respect, Senator, I must refuse to answer 
the question on the same grounds that I said before. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever attended a Communist Party meeting 
with Helen Yewell¢ 

Mr. SirpermMan. I must refuse to answer that question and invoke 
my privileges under the fifth amendment to do so. 

Senator SmirH. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. SirperMaAn. Again, with all respect, Senator, I must invoke that 
privilege. 

Senator SmitH. May I ask you this question about the ACA News? 
Whatever policy you have and the union has, is it reflected in the 
columns of the ACA News? 

Mr. Sitperman. To the best of my ability,s 

Mr. Connors. Are you now, or have aa ever been, a member of 
the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. SrnBerMan. | refuse to answer that question, and I invoke the 
privilege of doing so which is given me under the fifth amendment 
to the Constitution. 

Senator Smira. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. SinperMan. I must again, Mr. Senator, decline to answer it, 
with all respect to vou, upon the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Has the circulation of the ACA News showed any 
decline since the CIO expelled the ACA ? 

Mr. Raninowrrz. The question is not privileged. 

Mr, Sirperman. As far as I know, no. 

Mr. Connors. You still publish approximately as many newspapers 
as you did prior to that expulsion ¢ 

Mr, SinBerMan. At least as many, I would think, without referring 

to the records. 

Senator Smirn. Has there been any change in the policy of the 
paper since the expulsion from the CIO, and before that, or is the 

policy generally the same? 









SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 


Mr. Rasrnowirz. The witness is looking at me, and I am not sure 
whether he understands the question, as I don’t. 

Senator Smiru. Let us put it this way, and maybe it will be simplier : 
Was there any change in the policy of the ACA News after the explu- 
sion by the CIO of the ACA from the CIO affiliation 4 

Mr. Superman. Well, I explained that the basic policy of ACA, 
which is followed by the ACA News, is adopted by the membership 
through various means, the conventions, and so on. Now, I believe, 
if I am right on the dates, that there was a convention of the union, 
I believe there was a convention of the union, subsequent to the expul- 
sion of ACA from CIO. Any policies adopted at that convention 
would reflect themselves in ACA News, any new policies. 

Senator Smiru. So far as you know, there was no change in the 
policies of the ACA News? 

Mr. Sriperman. I don’t know of any basic change in policy. I 
would have to review every stand and every position taken by the 
union, both before and after, in order to determine that. But I don’t 
think there was any basic change. 

Senator Smiru. I meant the general policy. Was there any basic 
change? I think you have answered it. 

Is there anything else ¢ 

Mr. Connors. No, sir. 

Senator Smiru. Do you have anything further, Mr. Carter? 

Mr. Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Do you feel, Mr. Silberman, that you have been 
treated fairly by this committee? 

Mr. StrperMan. Well, I think I made it quite clear before, and 
as a matter of fact, I made it quite clear to you two gentlemen when 
you appeared at the office yesterday morning, that being served a sub- 
pena at 20 minutes before the appearance time, and receiving that sub- 
pena as late as I did, being denied what would generally be considered 
at least ordinary and re: ‘sonable time—in other words, being denied 
ordinary, as I think I said to you, garden-variety courtesy, didn’t 
please me. 

Mr. Connors. How long after you received that subpena did you 
actually testify ? 

Mr. StrnerMan. I was directed by the subpena to appear 20 minutes 
after I received it. As a consequence of certain agreements that 
apparently were reached, I did not actually have to appear until the 
next day, during all of which interim I had little opportunity to con- 
fer with anybody on the question. 

Mr. Connors. Our questions here have been designed to bring out 
your personal knowledge of different situations. I think you prob- 
ably should understand that it is well within the power of this com- 
mittee to subpena those persons we please whenever we please. 

Mr. Strperman. You made that quite clear yesterday, and I said 
that, as far as I knew, the committee and you gentlemen were strictly 
within your legal right. But I wasn’t talking about legal rights, I 
was talking about ordinary courtesy. 

Senator Smrru. You didn’t mean, Mr. Silberman, that the time 
of notice you had, the length of time of notice, would make any differ- 
ence in your testimony. “You did not mean to indicate that? 

Mr. Sirserman. I meant that increased notice would have given me 
greater opportunity to consult with counsel, for example, an oppor- 
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tunity which was denied to me by virtue of the fact that he was tied 
up, and I couldn’t do that. As far as answering the questions here, I 
think that I have answered the questions to the best of my ability 
under these circumstances. 

Senator Smiru. Just as you would regardless of the amount of 
notice you would have? Would you say that ? 

Mr. Sinserman. As far as the quality of the answers is concerned, 
Se I answered them to the best of my ability. 

Mr. Connors. Do you feel that you have had an adequate oppor- 
tunity to consult counsel today ? 

Mr. Siznerman. I don’t believe that the committee has denied me 
the opportunity to consult with him at any time. I certainly would 
have preferred to get the same treatment as people normally should 
expect and do get. That is all. 

Mr. Connors. But irrespective of your preferences in the matter, 
do you think you have had adequate opportunity to consult with 
counsel? Would more opportunity to consult with counsel have 
changed your answers. 

Mr. Stuperman. Today, this has not denied me—the committee has 
not denied me any opportunity at all to consult with counsel. 

Senator Smiri. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Smiru. On the record. Is there anything else ? 

You understand, of course, I am sure, that this is an executive 
hearing in which it is designed to keep from any publication what 
has gone on in this committee. I want to admonish you that it is 
an executive session, and that what has gone on here is for the record 
in the committee and manifestly for the benefit of the persons who 
have been examined here as well as for the committee. So you will 
treat it that way. 

Mr. Raninowrrz. There is just one more question that I would like 
to ask in connection with these last nc a because I want to be 
sure that I guide myself in conformity with the wishes of the com- 
mittee in this respect. 

I am counsel for an organization here with several thousands of 
members, and all of the witnesses who have appeared are likewise 
representatives of those members. The fact that we were subpenaed, 
or the witnesses were subpenaed, is commonly known in the industry. 
We made no secret about it, and I don’t believe that rival unions in 
the industry made any secret about it. In fact, it has been spread 
around in leaflets and so forth. I assume that the membership at the 
next meeting, and the executive board itself, at its next meeting, will 
ask for some sort of a report. I should like to be able to report, if I 
am sure that it doesn’t in any way interfere with the wishes of the 
committee—I would like to give them as much information as I can 
about it without defeating the purposes which both the committee 
and we are equally interested in. 

What I would like to be able to say is that we appeared, we testified 
for a day and a half, name the people who were called, that at the end 
of that time we were excused subject to further subpena, and I have 
been admonished by the committee not to give any further informa- 
tion as to the subject matter of the inquiry. 
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I don’t think I am telling them anything that they don’t know, but, 
on the other hand, I don’t want to make any speeches or have anybody 
else make a speech which might be construed as being contrary to the 
admonition of the committee. If that is satisfactory, I would like to 
be so told. 

Senator Smrru. I think, Mr. Rabinowitz, that, if you have any de- 
sire to make any statement of that sort, that it might be well for some 
member of this staff to contact you after we have had some under- 
standing with the other members of the subcommittee. I will ask 
one of these gentlemen to follow it up with you as and when you may 
wish to make any statements about it. 

Mr. Rapsinowrrz. Can we go off the record a minute? 

Senator Smiru. Yes. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Raprnowrrz. Can we go back on the record now for just one 
more thing ? 

I think the record might note that during the appearance of the 
last two and a half witnesses, I maintained my position at the ex- 
treme end of the room in a sort of semiexile. Whether that made any 
difference, the record will show. 

Senator Smrru. We will state as you did this morning, about 10 feet 
from the witness. 

Good day, gentlemen. 

(Whereupon, at 2:55 p. m., Wednesday, June 6, 1951, the hearing 
was recessed, subject to the call of the Chair.) 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 12, 1951 


Unrrep Srares SENATE, 
SuspcoMMITTre To INvestigare THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act ANp Oruer [NTERNAL 
Securrry Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 155, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. William E. Jenner, presiding. 

Present : Senator Jenner. 

Also present: Donald D. Connors, investigator; Mitchel M. Carter, 
investigator. 

Senator JENNER. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Romerstein, will you raise your right hand, please 4 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give be- 
fore this subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Romerstrin. Yes, sir. 

* * * * * * * 

(Mr. Romerstein testified on April 12, 1951, as follows:) 

Senator O’Conor. For the record, will you kindly state your full 
name ¢ 

Mr. Romersrern. Herbert Romerstein. 

Senator O’Conor. What is your age / 

Mr. Romerstrern. Iam 1914. I will be 20 this summer. 

Senator O'Conor. What is your oce upation now ¢ 

Mr. Romerstern. I am employed by Counterattack, an anti-Com- 
munist newspaper, in their research department. 

Senator O'Conor. For what period of time have you been employed 
by them ¢ 

Mr. Romerstern. I have been employed by them since September. 

Senator O’Conor. 1950? 

Mr. Romerstein, Yes. 

Senator O’Conor. Before that, where were you employed ? 

Mr. Romerstrer. By C. Ludwig Baumann, a ret tail furniture estab- 
lishment. 

Senator O’Conor. Are you appearing before this subcommittee 
under subpena and as a witness summoned by the Senate ? 

Mr. Romersrern. Yes sir; I am here under subpena. 

Senator O’Conor. Mr. Arens, will you kindly proceed with the in- 
terrogation ¢ 
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Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Romersrrein. Yes: I have been a member of the Communist 
Party. 

* * * * * * * 

Mr. Connors. Can you furnish any information in connection with 
Western Union, or any labor union which holds contracts under West- 
ern Union ? 

Mr. Romerstern. I have a card which reads as follows: 

Remember. Come up to the AYD State Office, 1151 Broadway (near 26th 
Street) before Thursday evening. 

Pick up your collection can for the benefit of A. C. A. strikers * * * Tag 
Day, Friday and Saturday, February 20, 21. 

(Keep this with you.) 

nopwa-16-170. 

Mr. Connors. Where did you obtain that card, Mr. Romerstein ? 

Mr. Romerstern. If I remember correctly, it was handed to me on 
the bus coming home from Washington where I attended the National 
Youth Assembly Against Universal Milit: ary Training. 

Mr. Connors. Who sponsored that asse mbly ¢ 4 

Mr. Romerstern. That was the name of the or ganization, 

Mr. Connors. I notice on this card which you mentioned a moment 
ago, the notation “uopwa—16—170,” which appears in the lower right- 
hand corner. What is the significance of that notation / 

Mr. Romerstern. That was the Office Workers Union that prepared 
this material. That is the United Office and Professional Workers, 
Locals 16 and 170. I would like to offer that as an exhibit. 

Senator Jenner. It will be accepted. 

Mr. Romerstetn. I would like to introduce at this time the Call to 
the National Youth Assembly Against Universal Military oe 
Sunday and Monday, February 15 and 16, 1948, in W ashington, oC. 
which contains a list of the sponsors. 

Senator JENNER. The committee will accept this publication as 
“Exhibit No. 10.” 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Romerstein, did you attend this conference / 

Mr. Romerstern. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Connors. And were you a member of the Communist Party 
that time / 

Mr. Romerstein. Yes; I was a member of the Communist Party : 
that time. 

Mr. Connors. Were other members of the Communist Party also 
at this National Youth Assembly ¢ 

Mr. Romersrern. Yes; other members of the Communist Party were 
at this National Youth Assembly Against Universal Military Training, 
including Herb Nalibow, who was at that time the Brooklyn youth 
director of the Communist Party and today serves both in the capacity 
of Ohio State youth director for the Communist P arty and the Ohio 
State chairman of the Labor Youth League. 


Mr. Connors. Mr. Romerstein, to refer back to exhibit 9, you have 
previously testified that this exhibit was handed to you while you were 
on the bus returning from the National Youth Assembly Against Uni- 
versal Military Training i in Washington, is that correct ? 

Mr. Romerstern. That is correct. 





SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION IN TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY 257 


Mr. Connors. I notice that this exhibit mentions a collection can 
for the benefit of ACA strikers. Do you know the significance of the 
term"“ACA™? 

Mr. Romerstern. The American Communications Association. 

Mr. Connors. And is that a union ? 

Mr. Romerstein. Yes, sir: that is. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have any independent knowledge of that 
union, Mr. Romerstein 7 

Mr. Romerstern, An official of ACA sponsored the National Youth 
Assembly Against Universal Military Training. 

Mr. Connors. Who was that official ? 

Mr. Romerstein. Mollie Townsend, corresponding secretary, Amer- 
ican Conmunications Association, Local 40, CIO, New York. 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 14, 1951 


UnNrIrep STATES SENATE. 
SUBCOMMITYER ‘To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
THE INTERNAL Securrry Act AND Oruer INTERNAL 
Securrry Laws oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE «J UDICIARY. 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 154, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. Arthur V. Watkins presiding. 

Present : Senator Watkins. 

Also present: Donald D. Connors, Jr., and Mitchel M. Carter, 
investigators. 

Senator Warkins. Come to order, please. 

Will you stand and raise your right hand, please, Mrs. Graham ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony that you will give in the 
matter now pending before this committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help vou God ? 

Mrs. Granam. That is right. 

Senator Warkins. You understand what this means: it means, of 
course, that vou are to answer fully the questions asked, and not refrain 
from answering unless you do so ‘under your constitutional right. 

Mrs. Granam. That is right. 


TESTIMONY OF ANN DAVIS GRAHAM, NEW YORK CITY, N. Y. 


Mr. Connors. What is your full name, please, Mrs. Graham ? 

Mrs. Granam. Ann Davis Graham. 

Mr. Connors. And where do you reside, Mrs. Graham ? 

Mrs. Granam, 214 East Twentieth Street. 

Mr. Connors. In what city ¢ 

Mrs. Granam. New York City. 

Mr. Connors. Where were you born ? 

Mrs. Granam. I was born about a hundred miles from St. Louis, in 
Missouri. 

Mr. Connors. Where are you employed ? 

Mrs. Grawam. I am retired. 

Mr. Connors. Where were you employed prior to your retirement ? 

Mrs. Granam. Western Union, 60 Hudson Street, New York. 

Mr. Connors. How long had you been employed in Western Union ? 

Mrs. GRAHAM. Approximately 2 5 or 26 years; I am not sure; I am 
not sure of that. 

Mr. Connors. That was all employment with Western Union in New 
York City, Mrs. Graham ? 
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Mrs. Granuam. Yes. 

Mr. Connors During your employment with Western Union, did 
you have occasion to join any labor unions which were organized in 
Western Union? 

Mrs. Granam. I did. 

Mr. Connors. What union or unions did you join ¢ 

Mrs. Granam. ACA. 

Mr. Connors. ACA ¢ 

Mrs. Granam. American Communications Association. 

Mr. Connors. Approximately when did you join that organization. 
Mrs. Graham / 

Mrs. Granam. It is difficult to give dates, but I believe it was around 
1941, or it could have been a little before that. 

Mr. Connors. About how long were you a member of that union? 

Mrs. Granam. I was a member until they passed the Taft-Hartley 
law when I was able to resign, and then I resigned. 

Then I wasn’t with that union any more, but after the 2-year con- 

ract that was signed between the company and the union I was com- 

pelled to pay two and a half union dues for the support of the union, 
but I still didn’t belong to the union, and I owed back dues that they 
have never received up until now. 

After getting out, they forced us to pay these dues, and I sent mine 
in by registered mi: ail. I'wouldn’t sign the check-off for the company to 
deduct it, because I believed at some time or other they would be 
thrown out. When that happened I didn’t know, but until such a time 
that it happened, I refused to sign the check-off. 

Mr. Connors. Why did you leave the American Communications 
Association Union ? 

Mrs. Graitam. Because I knew they were Communist. 

Mr. Connors. What led you to believe that they were Communist, 
Mrs. Graham / 

Mrs. Granam. | joined. 

Mr. Connors. You joined? 

Mrs. Grauam. I joined and attended one meeting only. 

Mr. Connors. One meeting of what organization ? 

Mrs. Granam. The Communist Party. 

Mr. Connors. Can you tell the committee approximately when you 
joined the Communist Party? I realize it may be very difficult to fix 
the exact date. 

Mrs. Graniam. I place this date only because of Mr. Graham’s death 
on election day of 1944. And he had expressed opposition to Roosevelt 
and he wanted Roosevelt defeated. And he was very sick on registra 
tion day: well, he could hardly get to the polls. So I promised him that 
if he wasn’t able to vote, I would get men to carry him over to the polls 
and let him vete. On the day th: at the election came, he insisted that I 
go and vote. He couldn’t vote. So I went and voted and then IT re- 
turned back to his bed and he was in a coma, and he never knew me 
after that. 

Mr. Connors. The committee is very sorry to learn of that, Mrs. 
Graham. 

Was it after that occasion that you joined the Communist Party, 
before that occasion ? 

Mrs. Granam. It was after that. 
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Mr. Connors. Approximately how long afterward, Mrs. Graham 4 

Mrs. Grauam. Well, I would say between a year and 15 months, 
although I am not—I can’t be sure about the date. 

Mr. Connors. How did you come to join the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Grauam. I was asked to. I think they had discussed me pro 
and con and they knew I didn’t respond to brutality or abusive 
language. 

Mr. Connors. When you say “they” do you mean the officials of the 
union ¢ 

Mrs. Grauam. Yes; I do. 

So it is my belief that they sized me up as one of those the brutes 
couldn't get. but they picked Josephine Timms. That is my opinion, 
I dent know that definitely. But after thinking it over, that is my 
opinion; I arrived at that. And I did like Josephine Timms because 
she was kind and I thought she was sincere. And while I wasn’t quite 
in accord with all of the things that happened, well, it wasn’t against 
the law at that time. 

Mr. Connors. Yes; that is right. 

Mrs. Granam. So I wanted to find out for myself. There was a 
lot of talk by irresponsible people who didn’t know what it was all 
about. 

Mr. Connors. Then did Josephine Timms ask you to join the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mrs. Granam. She did. 

Mr. Connors. And you did join ? 

Mrs. Granam. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. As a result of her solicitation ¢ 

Mrs. Granam. That is right. 

Mr. Connors. How many meetings of the Communist Party did 
you attend Mrs. Graham ¢ 

Mrs. Granam. Only one. 

Mr. Connors. Where was that meeting ¢ 

Mrs. Granam. It was at the Malin Studio. 

Mr. Connors. How do you spell that ¢ 

Mrs. Granam. M-a-l-i-n Studio. 

Mr. Conors. Where is the Malin Studio? 

Mrs. Granam. Somewhere between Forty-seventh and Fiftieth, 
but I don’t know the number, and couldn’t go again. I was taken there 
by someone. 

Mr. Connors. Is that on the east side of town or the west side of 
town ? 

Mrs. Granam. It seems to me it is about the central part, because 
we passed many restaurants, you know, one right after another. 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mrs. Granam. And there were Russian restaurants and Spanish 
and so on. 

Mr. Connors. What transpired at that meeting at the Malin Studio? 

Mrs. Grawam. It was brief. It seemed to me they must have guessed 
what I would do. The gayety was subdued and the high light of the 
evening was a talk by Hy Frumkin. 

Mr. Connors. Hy Frumkin? 

Mrs. Granam. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Who is or was Hy Frumkin? 
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Mrs. Granam. It is thought, he—I don’t know whether he was in 
the service or not, but it seems to me he was. He spoke, and told of 
being a personal friend of that French Communist at that time. I 

can’t remember the name, but if you mentioned it I would remember. 

Mr. Connors. Would it be Jacques Duclos? 

Mrs. Grauam. That is right. 

Mr. Connors. Did Mr. Frumkin mention that he himself personally 
knew M. Duclos? 

Mrs. Grauam. He spoke of being a close friend of his. 

Mr. Connors. Was Hy Frumkin a member of the American Com- 
munications Association ? 

Mrs. GraHAM. He was. 

Mr. Connors. What position did he hold in the union, Mrs. 
Graham ? 

Mrs. Granam. I am not sure that I can give that, although it was 
my impression that he was an organizer. 

Mr. Connors. Was it necessary for you to show any Communist 
Party card to gain entrance to the meeting ? 

Mrs. Granam. Well, at that time I had none. 

Mr. Connors. Did you later get a card ¢ 

Mrs. GraHAm. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. And who issued the card, Mrs. Graham ? 

Mrs. Granam. I believe, if I remember correctly, it was issued by 

3ob Thompson, of Albany, N. Y., but I turned that card over to 
the FBI with the papers I gave Mr. Carey and I don’t have it now. I 
couldn't say 

Mr. Connors. Do you mean to say when you mention Bob Thomp- 
son that his name appeared on the card 

Mrs. Granam. I think it did. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall who gave you the card, who physically 
handed the card to you? 

Mrs. Granam. Connie Padovani. 

Mr. Connors. Was Connie Padovoni a member of the American 
Communications Association ? 

Mrs. Granam. She was. 

Mr. Connors. Where was she employed ? 

Mrs. Gratram. In the D. and A.—the distributing and accounting 
departments. 

Mr. Connors. Of what organization ? 

Mrs. GranAm. That is in Western Union. 

Mr. Connors. Was Mr. Frumkin also an employee of Western 
Union ? 

Mrs. Granam. At one time he had been, but I am not sure whether 
he was at the time of this meeting or not, because he had been away 
quite some time. , 

Mr. Connors. With whom did you go to the meeting at the Malin 
Studios? _ 

Mrs. Granam. I can’t be quite sure on that. It could have been 
Betty Fishgold, because there was a group of us, and T can’t recall 
which one left with me to go. I wouldn’t like to say that. 

Mr. Connors. This Betty Fishgold you mentioned, is she also an 
employee of Western U nion ? 

Mrs. Granam. She had been, but she left there and went with, I 
understood, some labor organization, but I am not sure about it. 
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Mr. Connors. Was Betty Fishgold also a member of the American 
Communications Association ? 

Mrs. GrauAm. She was. 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Graham, who else was in attendance at the 
meeting at the Malin Studio? 

Mrs. Granam. Selly, Kehoe—— 

Mr. Connors. Let us take these individuals one at a time. You 
mentioned Mr, Selly ? 

Mrs. Granam. Joseph P. Selly. 

Mr. Connors. What is his occupation, Mrs. Graham ¢ 

Mrs. Grauam. He is president of the American Communications 
Association. 

Mr. Connors. And will you proceed to the next individual / 

Mrs. Grauam. Joseph Kehoe. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Joseph Kehoe ¢ 

Mrs. GranaM. Secretary and treasurer. Joseph Kehoe is secretary 
and treasurer of the American Communications Association. 

Mr. Connors. And who else was present at the meeting ¢ 

Mrs. Grauam. Dick Panza. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Mr. Panza? 

Mrs. Granam. I am not sure that I can name his title. but he was 
something to do with the top officials of the ACA. 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Graham, J have here a list of candidates for 
election as oflicers of the American Communications Association in 
i948. I wonder if you would glance at it and see if the name Panza 
appears on that? 

Mrs. Grauam. That is right. He was vice president. 

Mr. Connors. His name is on that slate of candidates? 

Mrs. Granam. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Now, who else was at the meeting, Mrs. Graham? 

Mrs. Granam. Louis Siebenberg, an LEB member. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Mr. Siebenberg ? 

Mrs. Granam. Well, I can’t name his title, but he takes—any com- 
plaints to take up with the company, he represents the union. 

Mr. Connors. Is he a member of the international executive board ? 

Mrs. Granam. LEB, that is right. 

Mr. Connors. Of the American Communications Association ? 

Mrs. Grauam. Of the American Communications Association. 

Mr. Connors. Who else was at the meeting / 

Mrs. Granam. Molly Townsend. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Molly Townsend ? 

Mrs. Granam. She was recorder and corresponding secretary. 
That is listed there. F 

Mr. Connors. Of what ? 

Mrs. Grauam. Of the American Communications Association. 

Mr. Connors. Is she an international officer or an officer of local 40? 

Mrs. GranaM. I think she is only local 40. I could be wrong on 
that, but I think so. 

Mr. Connors. What is local 40 of the ACA. Mrs. Graham ? 

Mrs. Granam. That was the branch that had organized Western 
Union. 

Mr. Connors. They had a charter, did they not, from the National 
Labor Relations Board to bargain with Western Union ? 
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Mrs. Grauam. Yes. They were CIO, but at present they have been 
thrown out. 

Mr. Connors. Of the CIO? 

Mrs. Grauam. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Can you recall anyone else who was present at that 
meeting, Mrs. Graham / 

Mrs. Granam. Connie Padovoni was there. 

Mr. Connors. And you have already identified her / 

Mrs. Granam. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Was there anyone else / 

Mrs. Granam. There were only a few. 

Now, let me see if 1 can think. Betty Fishgold was there. Hy 
Frumkin was there. 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Graham, is there any doubt in your mind that 
this was a Communist Party meeting at the Malin Studio? 

Mrs. Granam. It was, definitely. 

Mr. Connors. It was definitely a Communist Party meeting ‘ 

Mrs. Granam. Yes, it was. 

Mr. Connors. How do you arrive at that conclusion, Mrs. Graham ¢ 

Mrs. Granam. They had asked me to join, and I was supposed to 
be initiated at that meeting. 

Mr. Connors. Was there any particular form of initiation at that 
meeting ¢ 

Mrs. Grauam. No, only they spoke of me as a new member. 

Mr. Connors. A new member of the Communist Party / 

Mrs. Grauam. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. How long after that meeting did you receive your 
Communist Party card? 

Mrs. Grawam. Oh, it was several days, I can’t be sure about the 
time, = it was several days. 

Mr. Connors. And had you paid any dues to the Communist Party 
prior = fhe meeting at the Malin Studio? 

Mrs. Granam. No, I did not. They wouldn't accept it. I went 
from one to the other, and they wouldn't accept this $5 from me. 

Mr. Connors. That was at the meeting at the Malin Studio 4 

Mrs. Granam, No,at anytime. They were afraid of me. 

Mr. Connors. And you never did actually pay dues? 

Mrs. Granam. No. 

Mr. Connors. And you told the committee what happened to the 
Communist Party card you received ? 

Mrs. Grauam. I turned it over to Mr. Carey with the other records 
that I had. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Mr. Carey? 

Mrs. Granam. An agent of the FBI, whom I contacted after several 
attempts to get somebody to take notice of me on the telephone, and 
then I went there. 

Mr. Connors. That was at New York City? 

Mrs. Grauam. The New York City FBI. 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Graham, why was it that you joined the Com- 
munist Party / 

Mrs. Granam. It could have been in sympathy for Josephine 
Timms. It was probably curiosity, and I wanted to know what the 
talk was all about, and at that time there was no law against it and 
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we didn’t know—in fact, I don’t believe anyone knew—that this was 
inspired by Russia for world conquest. 

Mr. Connors, Is there any doubt in your mind now that the Com- 
munist Party of this country is an agency of the Soviet government / 

Mrs. Granam. Well, I believe everyone is convinced of that, but I 
don’t know what to base my conclusion on, except that they are taking 
over peoples and lands. 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mrs. Granam. And the propaganda of their paper drives toward 
that end. 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Graham, how long were you a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Granam. Well, I tried to get into another meeting, but I was 
never successful. I believe they guessed that night that I wasn’t 
safe. 

Mr. Connors. And they refused to have anything more to do with 
you! 

Mrs. Granam. They just dropped me, and they castigated me. 

Mr. Connors. What action did they take against you, Mrs. Graham ? 

Mrs. Grawam. Smear and scorn and even Helen Yewell used to run 
after me in the hall as if she would hit me. Of course, | was always 
able to escape or get away or get with someone where she didn't 
dare. 

Mr. Connors. You are appearing here before this committee in 
answer to a subpena; are you not ? 

Mrs. Granam. That is right. 

Mr. Connors. Now, let me ask you, Mrs. Graham, to make one more 
searching of your memory to see if you can recall anyone else who 
was present at the Malin Studio at the Communist Party meeting that 
Vou described ¢ 

Mrs. Grawam. It was a very brief session, and during the session 
the telephone rang, and Joe Kehoe said, “I am not here.” It so 
happened that the “telephone call was from the landlord wanting his 
rental for the studio. So Kehoe said he thought Jo Timms took care 
of that. 

Mr. Connors. You mean Josephine Timms? 

Mrs. GranaAm. Yes. At that time—let me get this straight—at 
that time Josephine Timms was the incumbent candidate for Kehoe’s 
job. He was secretary-treasurer. He defeated her, and I have for- 
gotten whether it was at that particular time or not, but I believe at 
that time she was still secretary-treasurer, although later she was 
defeated. 

Mr. Connors. Then you cannot recall the identity of any other per- 
son who was present at the Malin Studio at the meeting you spoke of ? 

Mrs. Granam, Just at the moment, I can’t. I don't like to name 
somebody unless I am positive. 

Mr. Connors. Surely. Do you recall any more of the program of 
that evening, Mrs. Graham / 

Mrs. Granam. Well, this talk by Hy Frumkin about how they 
were taking France. 

Mr. Connors. You mean by “they,” how the Communist Party 
was taking France? 

Mrs. Granam. How the Communist Party was taking over France, 
and I didn’t like that, and it didn’t sound kosher. I didn’t like it. 
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But I must have shown my feelings, and that, I think, is why they 
blacklisted me, because I wasn’t a . good actress. If I had thought 
it out previously, I would have been more aggressive and maybe 
gotten into a second meeting, but I wasn’t. 1 didn’t show enough 
enthusiasm. 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Graham, is there anything else that you would 
like to tell the committee which you think might be of some assistance 
to us in this inquiry? 

Mrs. GranaM. In regard to what? 

Mr. Connors. In regard to the American Communications Asso- 
ciation. 

Mrs. Granam. Well, I had discovered previously that the things 
they did were on the low order. They didn’t have the proper atti- 
tude toward decency. They would drink; once in a while I would 
take a cocktail with them, but I didn’t like it, and they would use 
language that I didn’t like, and they didn’t hesitate to use all kinds 
of base methods of winning an election. 

Mr. Connors. Who were some of the chief offenders along these 
lines—union officials that you might recall? 

Mrs. Granam. Well, Selly himself wasn’t too honorable. He didn’t 
mind using abusive language. And at the meeting if someone got 
up to offer an idea that was contrary to Selly’s wish, he wouldn't do it 
himself, but he had planted these agents ¢ about the meeting hall, here 
and there and everywhere, and they would get up and start to heckle 
whoever wanted to say something, and then Selly would appear as a 
defender of the speeker. That happened in the St. George Hotel. 
That was when Josephine Timms was running against Kehoe. 

Mr. Connor. That was at a union meeting? 

Mrs. Granam. That was a meeting of the union. I was never at 
more than one Communist meeting. 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mrs. Granam. But he was trying to pretend to play down all of 
this heckling that was growing up against the speaker, and I wanted 
to hear what that speaker had to say, and they wouldn’t let him talk. 
Then Selly finally took the floor and pleaded with them to let him 
talk, and they still wouldn’t let him talk. Afterward, I forget where 
it was, I heard him say, he said, “I even pleaded with the people to 
let him talk, but I knew they wouldn’t let him talk.” 

Mr. Connors. Mrs. Graham, the committee wants to express its 
sincere thanks for your testimony. We know it was inconvenient for 
you to come here, but we are very grateful for your time and trouble. 

Mrs. Granam. I feel like it was for my country, and when some- 
thing is subversive, it is no trouble to testify. But I would like 
protection. 

Mr. Connors. Yes, of course. That is certainly a very generous and 
patriotic attitude and the committee is very pleased to hear it. 

Mrs. Granam. Thank you, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Thank you. 

(Thereupon, at 10:30 a, m., the committee was recessed, subject to 


call.) 








